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THE MEASURE OF PUNISHMENT for crime, and the range 
of discretion which should be entrusted to judges and 
magistrates, give “rise periodically to animated dis- 
cussions in the daily press, and certainly one of the 
faults of English criminal jurisprudence is its loose and 
unsatisfactory classification of crimes with the view to 
their penalties. Every assizes the public is surprised 
at the variance in the sentences of different judges, and 
of the same judges in cases of a similar character. ° Still 
greater surprise is frequently excited at the decisions of 
the metropolitan magistrates, and there is a growing 
feeling that a great deal too much is left in this respect 
to judicial discretion. A case which was recently 
decided at the Thames Police Court has given rise to 
animadversion on this score. A writer in the Times 
makes some observations on the case in which we 
entirely concur. They are as follows :— 

According to the report, a fellow described as a thief and a 
ruffian struck the complainant, a young woman, a desperate 
blow on the head, which felled her to the ground, and then 
kicked her on the head till she was senseless, and she remained 
in that condition for some time; so that, in point of fact, she 
was almost kicked to death. She was taken to a surgeon, who 
dressed a severe wound on her head, and the poor thing, under 
proper treatment recovered sufficiently to attend and give her 
evidence. The police, who, unfortunately, are but too well 
accustomed to scenes of brutality, described the assault as ‘‘a 
most atrocious one,” and the punishment awarded was six 
weeks’ imprisonment, with hard labour, which means just 
enough exercise to keep the savage in health, develope the 
muscular system, and six weeks’ excellent feeding. A dread- 
fully merciful system! Surely it is time to revise our correc- 
tional code so as to define and litait the power of police magis- 
trates, for some of them seem to defy observation and to smile 
t rebuke. 

There is no doubt that one of the most important 
reforms in our criminal code which can be suggested 
would be a more complete classification of crimes, or 
rather of punishments. Z 


Mr. Cottier, Q.C., the counsel to the Admiralty, 
has written an opinion, at the request of the Federal 
consul, upon the case of the Alabama, and as it is 
favourable to Mr. Seward’s contention, it has naturally 
given rise to the question, whether the counsel of an 
Government department should act in any matter whic 
may come within the department for any client except 
the Government? It is said that it has been the usage 
amongst barristers holding such appointments, to de- 
cline answering cases upon points on which they 
may afterwards have the duty of advising on 
behalf of the Crown or the department. We are 
not aware that any such usage is in fact established 
or even recognised amongst these officials. If it 
be, it is at all events frequently departed from, and there 
are certainly some departments in which the contrary 
is the usage. It was well known in the profession 
some years ago, when the granting of charters and let- 
ters patent for the incorporation of companies was an 
important part of the business of the board of 
trade, that the common rule was for persons who 
were desiror3 to obtain these favours to employ 
the counsel whose duty it was to advise the board 
on behalf of the public. We refer to this in- 
stance only, because, although it is an_ illustra- 
tion in point, that particular branch of the busi- 
ness of the Board of Trade is now virtually at an 
end, and we may, therefore, make the allusion without 
offence. If the rule in question ought to be insisted 
upon in any department, it is expedient and of para- 
mount importance that it should be strictly applied in 
all those departments, and in every case ss the 








counsel employed by the Government may be called 
to advise upon any question affecting the foreign relat- 
ions of this country. 

Mr. J. Bensamin Manrspen, a solicitor, has written 
an interesting book on the influence of the Mosaic Code 
upon subsequent legislation. His object is to show that 
all the great legislators who have lived since Moses 
have been mainly indebted to him, directly or in- 
directly, not only for their leading principles but 
even for some of the most important details ot 
their various systems. He makes some curious and 
interesting comparisons between the Jewish law ot 
pledges and sureties, and that which obtained 
the Greeks and Romans. He also attempts to show that 
the English doctrine, which is embodied in the Statutes 
of Limitations, is but a development of the Mosaic 
Code. Although written by a lawyer who is evidently 
competent to treat of legal subjects, the work is some- 
what too speculative to come within our province so 
as to require any further notice at our hands. 


Tue Rasan Diyxer Rao, one of the members of 
Council at Calcutta, who prepared a code of laws for the 
kingdom of Gwalior, has written an interesting paper 
on English legislation in India. He protests against 
our excessive legislation, saying quaintly, “it is proper 
to have some limitations on making new laws,” and 
would have the legislators make periodical tours 
of inquiry among the peasantry to see how the 
new laws work—a wise hint for Mr. Maine, who 
has just arrived. He condemns legalised pleaders 
or barristers in courts because they cause “ incon- 
venience” to the people, and thinks the penal code too 
severe in its punishments. It is to be observed, however, 
that no offence in Gwalior is punished with death, while 
the code is milder than English law. Mr. Maine, the 
new legal member of Council, was lately the reader on 
Equity to the Inns of Court. His salary in India is 
£8,000 a year. 

Mr. George Winerove Cooke, Sormesty connected 
with the tithe commission, but more generally known to 
the public as the Times special correspondent in China, 
has been appointed by Sir George Grey to the seat at 
the Copyhold and Enclosure. Commission Board, which 
became vacant by the death of Mr. H.C. Mules. The 
salary is £1,500 a-year. Mr. Cooke is known to the 
legal profession as the author of a work on the En- 
closure Acts and also of works on Agricultural Finances 
and Copyhold Enfranchisement. 

Tue soxicirors of Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Gates- 
head have presented, as a new year's gift, the liberal 
donation of fifty guineas to the funds of that excel- 
lent charity, the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 

Tae Honovrasie Society or Tue Inner Tempre 
has subscribed the further sum of £50 to the Lan- 
cashire Relief Fund. 

Tue Inns or Court have subscribed two further 
sums of £100 each (being the 2nd and 3rd weekly sub- 
scriptions) to the Lancashire Relief Fund. 





THE BENCHERS’ DOMESTIC FORUM. 

Mr. Jeremy Bentham considered the domestic mode 
of judicature the true type and model of every other. 
He tells us that it is among its characteristics to be exe- 
cised without forms or rule, and that, although in the 
domestic forum a man judges, as Monsieur Jourdan 
talked prose, unconscious of any science displayed or of 
any art exercised, yet that, in fact, a fathef sitting in his 
elbow chair, deciding a dispute between his children, is 
as much a judge as the occupant of the woolsack, when 
he hears chancery appeals. “ It scarce occurs to you,” 
says Mr. Bentham, “ that the study in which you have 
been sitting to hear this, is a tribunal, a court; your 
elbow chair a bench ; yourself a judge. Yet = could 
no more perform these several operations without per 
forming the task of judieature, without exercising the 
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functions of a judge, without hearing evidence, without 
making inquiry, than if the subject of inquiry had been, 
the Hastings Cause, the Douglas Cause, or the Literary 
Property Case.” 

With such views it is not surprising that the great 
philosopher of Queen’s-square should have indulged 
betimes in somewhat extravagant encomiums upon courts 
of conscience, courts martial, and upon all kinds of irre- 
gular and summary tribunals, when contrasted with 
those that are regularly constituted and governed by 
the law of the land. We are not now going to discuss 
with this great jurist the abstract question of what con- 
stitutes a natural procedure in judicial matters, or of the 
value of rules and forms—except so far as we may be 
compelled to do so by such reflections as arise upon the 
recent case of Hudson v. Slade; yet there never was 
a case in which the fallacy underlying the Benthamian 
theory was more completely exposed ; and although the 
revelations which were there made may not be sufficient 
to convert crotchetty theorists, they ought to have some 
infuence upon the public mind when judging of the 
value of a domestic and informal judicature, in cases 
which should properly be decided by some regularly 
constituted tribunal, 

The jurisdiction of the Benchers of an Inn of Court 
over a barrister charged with professional delinquency 
is perhaps the most perfect specimen of the domestic 
forum which exists in this country. Outside the actual 
family circle it is hardly possible for any tribunal to be 
more patriarchal or less restrained by forms and rules. 
Nothing can be more natural or untechnical than its 
procedure; and there is the further advantage that, 
although the judges do not pretend to any competence 
par excellence, many of them are in truth far better 
qualified for the judicial office than any patriarch in a 
mere state of nature could affect to be. The only art 
the most captious could require of them, in addition to 
what they unquestionably possess, would be to keep 
their knowledge in the background—Ars celare artem. 
Being a body of refined gentlemen, this might always 
be expected of them; and in the Seymour Case, indeed, it 
cannot be denied that the impulses of the Benchers 
were throughout of a highly natural character, and were 
as little restrained by purely legal considerations as 
might have been expected in any assembly of laymen. 

This case may therefore be taken as an illustration of 
the proceedings in all such tribunals. In some respects, 
certainly, it exhibits them in their most favourable 
aspect, and at the same time it forcibly illustrates the 
evils which are inseparable from them. It would be 
impossible for us here to enumerate the latter with any 
degree of completeness; but a few may be mentioned 
without any attempt at exhausting the category. 

In the first place the composition of the tribunal itself 
is uncertain, and indeed depends wholly upon accident. 
It is true that the members must be selected from a cer- 
tain number of persons, but there is no rule as to what 
number, and there is no obligation of any kind on those 
who are selected to attend at the hearing of the case, or 
to give that continuous and judicial consideration of it 
which is required from every judge of a regular tribunal. 
Next, although the cases heard in the Bencher’s Parlia- 
ment Chamber sometimes involve terrible penalties 
to individuals, and there is a pretence of conformity as 
far as possible to the law of the land in the adjudication, 
yet this domestic court is powerless to enforce the at- 
tendance or the proper conduct of witnesses, or the pro- 
duction of documents, and is destitute of all those sanc- 
tions of a like character which experience has shown in 
the ordinary tribunals to be absolutely necessary for pro- 
perly conducting judicial investigations. ‘The English 
public are too familiar with the curious revelations of 
the recent trial of the Court of Queen's Bench to re- 
quire us to labour this point. Lord Chief Justice Cock- 
burn felt all the difficulty arising from the anomalous 
character of the Benchers’ tribunal in this respect, when 
attempting to describe what it really was. “ It is,” said 





his Lordship, “a good deal more than a ‘ friendly tri- 
bunal,’ though it is not armed with powers of proce- 
dure co-extensive with its jurisdiction. That, no doubt, 
is an inherent defect in its nature and constitution.” 
Speaking of the behaviour of the witness, his Lordship 
said, “if what he did in that Parliament Chamber had 
been done in any court of justice, it would have brought 
down,upon him the most serious consequences. . . . 
he wey have been very severely punished for a gross 
and outrageous contempt of court.” It cannot be de- 
nied, therefore, that it is altogether unsatisfactory for 
the public, and may be equally unfair to accused per- 
sons, that investigations of the gravest character, and 
involying the most serious consequences to him, should 
be conducted before a Court so entirely destitute of the 
powers which should properly belong to every judica- 
ture. But the anomalies of this, and indeed of every 
other domestic forum, do not stop here. The absence 
of all forms of pleading and rules of procedure, which is 
always so pleasing a feature to the eyes of the Ben- 
thamites, constitutes, in truth, a grievous injustice to 
those who are cited before such tribunals. Afisera est 
servitus ubi jus est vagum aut incognitum. It is bad 
enough that obligatory rules of conduct, professional 
or social, should be hardly discoverable; but it is still 
worse, that those who have toenforce these rules should 
be at liberty to do so in whatever manner, and with as 
little to the law of the land, as they please. In 
every case where the decision wf involve the ruin of 
the accused, the common sense of justice requires that 
there should be not only a definite and competent tri- 
bunal, but also a specific charge, and a course of proce- 
dure which would have the effect, at all events, of deter- 
mining what are the issues to be tried ; and these issues 
once being raised, the trial ought to proceed accord- 
ing to some settled practice, and not to the momentary 
impulses of those who conduct it. The whole affair is in 
no respect analogous to the case put by Mr. Bontham. 
In no other tribunal are the judges less likely to be i1- 
fluenced by the patriarchal feeling than in a domestic 
forum. Its memLers are generally more or less open to 
the suspicion of professional, if not personal, rivalry or 
dislike towards the culprit. Moreover, a father sitting 
in his arm-chair has generally peony powers for all the 
urposes of adjusting quarrels between his children. 
ut even if there were some analogy between the two 
cases, the object and consequences of the inquiry in 
each are so different, that it would be absurd to insist 
upon applying the same rules to both. To do so would 
be to einer society to a state of nature, so far as an 
absurd system of law could accomplish that object. It 
would be to deprive individuals of nearly all the secu- 
rities which they now pees their lives, reputation, 
and property, and to place them at the mercy of an irre- 
sponsible judge, with the summary jurisdiction of a 
patriarch, but without the safeguards for its exersise 
which exist in patriarchal circles. ; 
Fortunately the character of the English Bar has 
hitherto been such as to make the constitution of its 
domestic forum of little practical importance. The 
cases coming within such jurisdiction have until lately 
been happily few and far between. The position of an 
accuser is naturally so odious and so liable to be attended 
with risk that accusations have rarely been made where 
the delinquency was not notorious and the proofs irre- 
fragable. = such cases the want of power in the tribunal 
would operate favourably towards the accused, and 
whatever presumptions could be drawn from it in his 
favour would be readily admitted by his judges. The 
cultivated sense of justice and of honour which widely 
revails throughout the entire Bar might always be 
Seed more than an equipoise against professional 
rivalry or personal animosity: and upon the whole, 
until recently, the proceedings in the Parliament Cham- 
ber have caused as little scandal and committed as little 
injustice as any court in the realm. The experience of 
the last two or three years, however, has shown that the 
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Benchers are sometimes called upon to discharge duties 
of an entirely judicial nature, and which can be properly 
discharged by a regularly constituted tribunal only. 
Cases like those of Mr. Edwin James and Mr. Seymour 
do not often occur, but they are always possible; and 
to our mind the experience of the last two years is 
abundantly sufficient to prove the absolute necessity 
that exists for the passing of some such measure as that 
which Sir George Bowyer introduced last session into 
the House of Commons. We do not advocate the com- 
plete abolition of every professional or other domes- 
tic forum. All that we ask is that, wherever a tribunal 
of this kind exists and its decisions are accompanied 
by penal sanctions, its constitution and procedure 
should be definitively pronounced by statute and be 
made conformable as much as possible to our regularly 
constituted judicature. 

Most of the observations which we have made about 
the proceedings of the Parliament Chamber apply with 
equal force to those before courts-martial. If the Bar 
has had its share of scandals i the last year or 
two, the army kas had more than its share. ‘To say 
nothing of the famous Reindeer case, of the proceedings 
in which the public have been kept in a state of complete 
ignorance, there were the still more exciting trials at 
Dublin a year ago, on which we offered some remarks 
at the time. Our readers will probably remember some- 
thing about Captain Robertson's case, which consumed 
thirty days, and Mr. Anthony’s case, which, although 
not so protracted as its predecessor, was almost as strik- 
ing an example of the unfitness of irregular tribunals to 
conduct judicial investigations of a serious charaeter. We 
then suggested that there should be a regularly consti- 
tuted Court, presided over by a professional judge, for 
the trial of all offences which were not of a purely 
military character, or which were not properly within 
the jurisdiction of a mere court of honour ; and we now 
suggest that cases of an analogous character occurring 
amongst the members of the Bar should also be tried 
before a regularly constituted tribunal, which should be 
responsible for the conduct of its proceedings, according 
to the requirements of the law. 





STATISTICS OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE, 


Of the three divisions—police, criminal proceedings, 
and prisons-—which constitute the first part of the judi- 
cial statistics, the subject of criminal proceedings, upon 
which we now enter, is, doubtless, the most interesting 
to the lawyer. Upon the philosophy or anomalies of our 
criminal procedure, its bounty upon the silence of the 
accused, and its imperative demand for a minister of jus- 
tice, we shall not now enter. We must for the present 
merely group our figures with a view to show the state 
of business and its relation to the records of previous 
years. 

It appears that there has been a decrease in the number 
of commitments for each of the three years preceding 
1861. But, as there was in the police returns for the latter 
year, an increase in the number of indictable offences re- 
ported, and in the number of persons apprehended, so, 
consequently, there was an increase in the numbers for 
trial, and in the commitments. ‘These exceeded the cor- 
responding return for 1860 by no less than 2,327, or in 
the proportion of 12°7 per cent., and of the average of the 
three years 1860, 1859, and 1858, by 1,484, or in the 
proportion of 8°0 per cent. The number of commit- 
ments in 1861 was 18,326; in 1860 it was 15,999; and 
in 1859 it was 16,674. In Northumberland the decrease 
amounted to 24-7 per cent., and in Northamptonshire it 
was 10°8 per cent. On the other hand, there has been 
an increase in some of the counties to a very great ex- 
tent. In Warwick. for instance, this increase was 58°] 
per cent., and in Derby 50°8 per cent. The increase 
occuts in all the six classes under which the offences 
are ranged in the tables. The commitments for murder, 
taken separately, show an increase of 30°6 per cent. as 








compared with 1860. The Ragin pr prvinrn is less 
for 1861 than for any other year ag - 1860 
since 1855. A peda! of 300. per cent. had Fin 
in the number for 1860, as compared with that for 1859. 
There was an increase of 26:0 per cent. of attempts to 
murder in 1861. For concealing the births of infants 
there was an increase of two cases. This crime, it a 
pears, shows a tendency to inerease yearly. Under the 
heads of shooting at, &c., with intent to maim, and man- 
slaughter, the returns suggest nothing worthy of com- 
ment. Under the head of unnatural offences there was 
an increase of 21°9 per cent., while there was a decrease 
of the same amount in 1860, as compared with 1859. 
In the commitments for bigamy there was a decrease of 
18°4 per cent. ; following a decrease of 14°2 per cent. in 
1860 as compared with 1859. In the commitments for 
assaults in 1861, an increase appears in each of the 
classes of about (on an average) 25 percent. The total 
of offences against property with violence had shown &@ 
decrease for each of the three preceeding years. In this 
class of offences there was an increase in the last’year of 
38°3 per cent., and in burglary, taken separate » the 
increase was 40°9 per cent. ; for housebreaking 56°4 per 
cent. ; for breaking into the curtilage of dwel ge 
&e., and stealing, 23°7 per cent.; and for ro an 
attempts to rob by persons armed in company, 31° per 
cent. In the class of offences against property without 
violence there has been an increase of 11°3. In eases of 
forgery and offences against the —— the increase in 
1861 amounted to 16°4 per cent. In the miscellaneous 
class there was an increase of 19-9 per cent: In this 
class are included offences against the laws, the 
increase in which was 27°5 per cent. e numbers for 
trial before the different criminal courts, afd the corres- 

nding numbers and proportions for 1860, were as fol- 
ows :— 

1861. 1860. 

1, County Quarter Sessions Courts 7,965 43°5 6,682 414. 

Middlesex County Sessions ... 1,658 90 1,626 102 





2. Borough Sessions Courts ...... 3,917 214 3,547 222 
3. Cireuit Assize Courts ............ 3,628 198 3,108 194 
Central Criminal Court ......... 1163 63 1,086 68 
Toba .scs ssind sects 18,326 1000 15,999 1000 


It appears that the proportion per cent. which the 
numbers tried in each of the courts bear to the total 
tried varies but little each year. It. is here worth ob- 
serving how large a proportion of our criminals is tried 
by the great unpaid of the quarter sessions. . 

The following were the results in those cases where 
the accused were committed or bailed to appear for trial 
in the years 1861 and 1860 :— 








1861, 1860, 
Not prosecuted and admitted evi- 
IN i cepa vccicdacaeeel w osctenncseks 56 77 
No bills found against .............0. 929 769 
Not guilty on trial .........cssesse0s 3,438 3,061 
Acquitted and discharged -——~ 4423 —— 3,907 
Acquitted on the ground of insanity 16 12 
Found insane — .........sscecessosereee 8 12 
Detained as insane ...... — 2 24 
Sentenced to death ...,...sesesseeseee 50 48 
penal servitude ...... 2,450 2,219 
imprisonment ......... 11,233 9,646 
whipping, fine, &e.... 146 145 
Convieted...... ..se00 - ———- 13,879 —— 12,068 
Total committed, &c.,.,... 18,326 15,999 


The number acquitted was less than one-fourth of the 
total number for trial. In 1859 and 1860 there was a 
slight progressive decrease in this proportion. ‘The 
same observation is warranted with respect to the num- 
ber not prosecuted, and the number found not guilty on 
trial in the several years referred to. These propor- 
tions appear to indicate a progressive effici on the 
part of the police, either in not bringing forward unsub- 
stantial charges, or in prosecuting those brought before 
the Court with greater effect. 
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~ ‘The following table contains the sentences for each of 
the last ten years :— 
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Of the capital convictions in 1861, which numbered 52, 
as shown by the preceding table, 26 were for murder ; 5 
for attempts to murder ; 10 for sodomy ; 3 for burgla 
with violence to persons; 5 for robbery, attended with 
wounds; and 1 for arson of dwelling-houses, persons 
being therein. Within the last ten years the maximum 
number of capital convictions in one year was 70 (in 
1851), and the minimum 49 (in 1850 and 1854). This 
forms a striking contrast to the state of our criminal 
code thirty years ago. In 1829 sentence of death was 
passed or recorded in 1,385 cases; 74 persons, however, 
alone suffered the extreme penalty of the law. Since 
the passirg of the Criminal Law Consolidation Statutes, 
1861, treason and murder are the only crimes for which 
sentence of death may be passed. As these statutes, 
however, came into operation only on the Ist of No- 
vember, 1861, few of the cases comprised in the present 
statistics could have been tried subject to the new law. 
Three cases, however, were so tried, and if the change 





in the law referred to had not taken place, these cases 
would have raised the number of capital sentences for 
the year to fifty-three. Of the 50 capital convictions in 
the year, 26 only being for murder, it follows that the 
remaining 24 (none of ‘them being for treason), were 
for crimes which, had they been committed since the 
31st of October, could not have received capital sentence. 
We are happy to learn from the statistics that the 
power of transporting convicts (which was not taken 
away by the statute that authorized penal servitude), 
was exercised during the past year, in the cases of 610 
convicts, who were removed to Western Australia. The 
present system of penal servitude, with a lavish issue of 
tickets of leave, has infested our streets with garotters, 
and has deprived punishment of its most essential ingre- 
dient—terror to the evil-doer. The sentences to penal 
servitude, which were 2,450 in 1861, and 2,219 in 1860, 
were in the proportion of 17°6 per cent. to the total 
number of convictions in the former year; of 18°4 per 
cent. in 1860. The sentences to imprisonment were 
790 per cent. of the total convictions in 1861 ; 77°3 per 
cent in 1860. With regard both to penal servitude and 
to imprisonment, only a small proportion of the sentences 
was for any considerable periods. 60 per cent. of the 
sentences to penal servitude in 1861 were for four years 
and under ; 61°6 per cent. of the sentences to imprison- 
ment were for six months or under. In fifteen cases of 
the capital convictions, two being for the same murder, 
the sentence of death was carried into execution. 

Twenty-two appecis were brought before the Court 
of Criminal Appeal, under the Act 11 & 12 Vict. c. 78; 
in only three cases was the original judgment reversed. 

The costs of the prosections at the Assizes, and Cen- 
tral Criminal Court, and the County and Borough Ses- 
sions, and of summary proceedings under the Criminal 
Justice Act and the Juvenile Offenders Act, all of which 
are defrayed from the public revenue, are given in the 
following table. These returns properly belong to the 
statistics for 1860, but not having been previously pub- 
lished, the information supplied by them will be found 
not only new, but valuable. 








No. Average each 
of Cases. Costs. Case, 

4: eet. 8%) 4. 

Circuit Assize Courts...... 2,622 35,942 19 0 1814 2 

Central Criminal Court... 847 7,513 19 8 817 5 

County Quarter Sessions... 5,188 46,573 4 8 9 1 3 

Middlesex County Sessions 1,553 4,211 11 4 214 3 

Borough Quarter Sessions. 3,067 18095 5 3 518 0 

Total on indictment 13,227 112,336 19 11 8 9 10 

Criminal Justice Act ..... . 12,152 11,265 311 O18 6 

Juvenile Offenders Act... 1,555 847 12 0 01010 
Total summary pro- 

Ceedings .......000++ 13,707 12,112 15 11 017 8 


The average of these costs was in 1859, as for each 
case tried on indictment £7 12s. 5d.,on summary pro- 
ceedings 17s. 8d.; in 1858 on indictment £8 5s, 11d., 
on summary proceedings, 19s 6d.; in 1857, on indict- 
ment £9 2s, 3d., on summary proceedings £1 11s. 5d.; 
and in 1856 on indictment £9 14s. 7d., on summary 

roceedings £1 12s. 6d. These costs, it thus appears, 
fave been diminishing yearly. 

The number of Mint cases in 1861 was 433, the 
total costs whereof were £6,142 18s. 1d. The other pro- 
secutions conducted under the directions of the Solicitor 
to the Treasury were 31, and the total costs thereof 
£616 13s. 7d. In 1860, the Mint cases numbered 399, 
the total costs of which were £5,445 13s.4d. ‘The other 
prosecutions of a like description were 11, and the 
costs £493 Os. 4d. 

We here conclude our review ot the first part of the 
judicial statistics, it not being our intention to enter 
upon an analysis of the records contained in its third 
division—that of prisons. An effective, and at the same 
time ah economical prison system is, doubtless, oneZof 
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the best, if not the only means of punishing vice, and 
at the same time awakening the ae of the criminal to 
a desire for a better career. We think, however, that 
prison statistics as such are too much matters of detail 
to admit of any very elaborate survey, especially as in- 
deed, this portion of the returns has already been to a 
considerable extent anticipated in the records of com- 
mitments, &c. We shall, therefore, in our next paper 
on this subject enter upon an analysis of the returns of 
our civil courts—a branch of the subject, which is 
certainly the more suggestive of amendments in our legal 
system. 





PRACTICAL LAW AFFECTING BILLS OF SALE. 
By Freperick Srrovp, Author of ‘‘ The County Court Prac- 
tice in Bankruptcy.” 

No. V. 
Rervutep Ownersuip Cravse (continued). 

Leaving then the question mooted at p. 142 ante, I call 
attention to the following accurate statement (this is 
taken from Mill & Coll. on Bills of Sale, 2nd ed. 183) of 
theeffect of the reputed ownership clause in those cases 
to which it is applicable :— 

“In order that property may be sold and disposed of 
under the present section: 1, it must consist of goods 
and chattels ; 2, such goods and chattels must be in the 
possession, order, or disposition of the bankrupt as 
reputed owner, or he must have taken upon himself the 
sale, alteration, or disposition thereof as owner ; 3, this 
must be so at the time of his bankruptcy (i.e., the act of 
be prety obiter per Parke, B., in delivering judgment 
of the Court of Exchequer in Heslop v. Baker, 20 L. J. 
N. 8. Ex. 354 ; afterwards expressly decided in the same 
case, 22 L. J. N. S. Ex. 333. But the true owner, 
after the act, but before filing the petition in bank- 
ruptcy, may remove his goods, if he have no notice of 
the act of bankruptcy ; for that will be such a transac- 
tion as will be protected by the 133rd section of the 
Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849: Graham v. 
Furber, 2 W. R. 39); 4, with the consent and 
permission of the true owner (this means an avoid- 
able consent and permission. When everything has 
been done that could be done to gain possession, it is 
impossible to say the real owner has consented to the 
bankrupt retaining possession: Belcher v. Bellamy, 
17 L. J. N.S. Ex. 219; Acraman v. Bates, 29 L. J. 
N. S. Q. B. 78); and 5, an order of the Court of Bank- 
be must be made for the sale of the me go 
(Heslop v. Baker, 20 L. J. N. 8. Ex. 350. The order 
is however made ez parte, and is not conclusively bind- 
ing against the true owner: Graham v. Furber, 
supra, It may be obtained by the assignees after they 
have commenced an action or a defence against the 
true owner: Heslop v. Baker, 22 L. J. N.S. Ex. 333. 
It must not be general in its terms, but must specifically 
state the goods to which it is meant to apply: Quarter- 
maine v. Bittlestone, 22 L. J. N.S. C. P. 105; though 
it need not state the name of the trueowner: Heslop v. 
Baker, 22. J. N. S. Ex. 333; Freshney v. Carrick, 
nom. Freshney v. Wells, 26 L. J. N. S. Ex. 129.) 

I apprehend that this statement, with the brief 
notes I have added, will bring to the reader's memory 
the salient bearings of the reputed ownership clause. 
But I call attention to one branch of the requirements 
of the clause. It will be observed that it only relates 
to goods and chattels. The great (nearly the only) 
difficulty felt in relation to these words is when fixtures 
have to be dealt with. This is precisely the same diffi- 
culty which is felt in determining what are personal 
chattels within the Bills of Sale Act. This latter ques- 
tion I shall consider in a future paper on the Act just 
mentioned. Accordingly, I refrain from offering any 
remarks in this place. ’ 

Debts and other choses in action are goods and 
chattels (see judgment of Pollock, C.B., in Belcher v. 
’ Bellamy, 17 L. J. N. S, Ex. 219), and on their assign- 








ment notice thereof should be given to the persons 
from whom the debts are due, and until that notice is 
iven the debts will remain in the possession, order, or 
isposition of the assignor (Zhompson v. Spiers, 14 
L. J. N. S. Ch. 453; Gale v. Lewis, 16 L. J. N.S. 
Q. B. 119). 

In concluding these brief remarks on the Joe rye 
ownership clause, it is desirable to remind the of 
the irresistible effect of that clause in cases to which it 
is sppliestie- That clause stands absolute and un- 
os ed by any other rte wg or proposition of law. 

hen come within its terms nothing can save 
them. Thus, if the goods have been assigned, and in 
the bill of sale provision was made that the ep ag 
should retain possession until default, which he does, 
but before default he becomes bankrupt—the reputed 
ownership clause applies although the —— by the 
assignor is consistent with the terms of the deed under 
which the true owner claims (Freshney v. Carrick, nom. 
Freshney v. Wells, supra; Hornsby v. Miller, 7 W. R. 
53; Reynolds v. Hall. 28 L. J. N. S. Ex. 257). So 
if goods comprised in a bill of sale come within the 
reputed ownership clause, the operation of that clause 
will not be prevented because the bill of sale has been 
duly registered (Stansfeld v. Cubitt, 27 L. J. N.S. Ch. 
266; Badger v. Shaw, 8 W. R. 210). 


LANDLORD’s POWER TO DEFEAT Butts or SALE. 


It is enough to mention the law of landlord and ten- 
ant to remind the reader that goods, although they be 
comprised in a bill of sale, are still liable to be distrained 
by the landlord of the premises whereon they happen 
to be. Holders of bills of sale are not a pri ; 
class of owners as regards the good comprised in their 
securities, and “ generall speaking, whatever goods and 
chattels the landlord finds upon the premises, whether 
they in fact belong to the tenant or a stranger, are dis- 
trainable by him for rent ; for otherwise a door would 
be open for infinite frauds upon the landlord” (3 Bla. 
Com. 8). Thus the only question that a holder of a bill 
of sale can ever make against a distress by the landlord 
is this,—are the goods “fistrainable supposing there was 
no bill of sale? 

It will be perceived that this question is simply the 
principal branch of the law of distress, a treatise on 
which is unnecessary and would be out of place in a 
work of this nature. It will be best read in works 
which treat of the law of landlord and tenant, which 
are already before the profession. (I accordingly refer 
the reader to Co. Litt. 47a, 47b; 3 Bla. Com. 6 
et seq.; Woodfall’s Landlord' and Tenant; Archbold’s 
Landlord and Tenant; Addison on Torts, 345, et seq. ; 
Selwyn’s Nisi Prius, 11th ed., 666 et seq; 12th ed. 
See Keen v. Priest,7 W. R. 376, as to what cattle not the 
property of the tenant are exempt from distress. This 

believe is the last case on the subject of what goods 
are distrainable.) 

There is however one remark too practically impor- 
tant to be omitted. No doubt exists that goods of a 
stranger are distrainable; but a stranger's must 
be distrained whilst they are upon the land, and “the 
stranger has a perfect right to remove them at any time 
or under any circumstances, in order to avoid the dis- 
tress.” (Per Watson, B., in delivering the judgment of 
the Court of Exchequer, in Wilcoron v. Searby, 29 L,. J. 
N. 8. Ex. 154; See Foulger v. Taylor, 8 W. R. 279.) 


Thus have we arrived at the conclusion of the in- 
quiry with which we started at p. 80 ante. We have 
considered the dangers by which bills of sale are sur- 
rounded as regards their inception and subsequent exist- 
ence; and it will perhaps be appropriate and convenient 
if I conclude by a summary a that which has already 
been laid before the reader. 

A bill of sale is liable to be defeated— 


I. As BEING VoID WITHIN THE STATUTE OF ELIZABETH. 
See ante pp. 80-82, 101. 
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IL. As BRING VOID AGAINST THE GRANTOR’S ASSIGNEES 
IN BANKRUPTCY : : 
1. Because an act of bankruptcy in itself. 
2. Because a fraudulent preference. 
3. Because the goods are affected by the reputed 
ownership clause. See ante pp. 101, 102, 122-124, 
141, 142, and supra, 

IIE. As BEING INOPERATIVE AGAINST THE LANDLORD'S 
RIGHTS, 

In my next paper I shall endeavour to show how 
future-acquired property may be practically assigned. 
As this has hitherto been considered an impossibility 
I shall hope to receive the reader's indulgent attention. 








EQUITY. 


EXECUTOR—INTEREST ON BALANCES. 
Colyer v. Colyer, V.C.K., 11 W. BR. 79. 

The law relating to the liability of executors and trus- 
tees in respect of balances remaining in their hands 
was discussed by Lord Chancellor Cranworth at great 
length in the case of The Attorney-General v. Alford, 4 
De G. M. & G. 843, which may now be considered the 
leading case upon the subject. In that case a testator 
bequeathed the residue of his personal estate to a charity, 
and the executor not having applied the residue to the 
charitable purpose, or informed the proper person of the 
bequest, and having kept the money unapplied in his own 
hands for several years, Vice-Chancellor Stuart held him 
to be chargeable with interest at £5 per cent., with an- 
nual rests; but Lorg Cranworth upon appeal decided that 
he was not chargeable with interest at £5 per cent., or 
upon the principle of annual rests, but with simple in- 
terest only at £4 per cent., there being no circumstances 
in the case to lead to the conclusion that the executor had 
made any profit by his misconduct. Prior to this decision 
of Lord Cranworth the rule applicable to such cases was 
very uncertain and appeared to proceed upon no intelli- 
gible principle. Lord Cranworth’s judgment reduces the 
Tule to a certainty, and enunciates a principle that is 
intelligible enough, although it may be doubted whether 
it is quite consistent with principles of equity. His Lord- 
ship observes that— - 

In many of the cases it is stated that the Court proceeds in 
penam to punish the executor; but what is the meaning of 
this? Why not punish him by making him account for more 
—— than he has received, if he is to be punished by 

aving to account for more interest than he has: received? 
What the Court ought to do, I think, is to charge him only 
with the interest which he has received, or which it is justly 
entitled to say he ought to have received, or which it is so 
fairly to be presumed he did receive that he is estopped 
from saying that he did not receive it. I do not think there 
is any other intelligible ground for charging an executor with 
more interest than he has made, than one of those I have 
mentioned. Misconduct does not seem to me to warrant 
the conclusion, that the executor did in point of fact receive, 
or is estopped from saying that he did not receive, the interest, 
or that he is to be charged with anything he did not receive, 
if it is not misconduct contributing to that particular result. 

Accepting all that Lord Cranworth here lays down it 
may be asked i§ not the retention of the fund for an un- 
reasonable time in itself misconduct? It seems unrea- 
sonable to throw upon the other side the burden of 
proving the unfairness of the motive which induced the 
executor to retain the fund. In the Attorney-General v. 
Alferd, however, Lord Cranworth, upon a consideration 
of all the facts in evidence, was of opinion that although 
the executor behaved improperly in not communicating 
information about the legacy, and in fact had “miscon- 
ceived and grossly neglected his duty,” yet that it was 
“impossible to impute to him that he meant to appro- 
priate the money to his own use.” Notwithstanding, 
therefore, the marked features of this case it must not be 
taken as an authority for the proposition, that where 
the trustee has made profit by his misconduct, he will not 
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rests. Although as a rule the Court will only charge an 
executor with interest which he has received, or ought 
to have reccived—which is generally assumed to be four 
per cent.—yet there may be such misconduct or evidence 
of fraud as will induce the Court to decree in panama 
higher rate of interest, even to the extent of five per cent. 
compound interest. Where the money has been employed 
in trade the cestui gue trust hos the option of taking 
either the actual profits or of charging the executor 
with interest. This rule proceeds upon the general 
principle that a trustee caniot make a profit for 
himself by the use of the trust property, as to which 
See Lewin on Trusts,’ 8rd ed. 361; Shalleross v. 
Oldham, 2 J. & H. 609, 10 W. R. 291; and also 
“Williams on Executors,” 5th ed. 1291. A distinction 
has been drawn between executors engaged in trade and 
those who are not; for it is considered that where a 
trader merely allows the money to remain to the credit 
of his own account at the bankers it answers the pur- 
pose of his credit as much as if the money were 
really his own; and accordingly, in Williams v. 
Powell, 15 Beay. 461, an executor under such circum- 
stances was charged with compound interest at five per 
cent. Another case which occurs in the same volume of 
Beavan (Jones v. Furhail, 15 Beav. 388) does not appear 
to have been cited in the argu.aent in Attorney-General 
v. Alford, before Lord Cranwo th, although it had been 
decided three years previously. Although it does not 
expressly conflict with the decision of Lord Cranworth, 
it shows, especially when considered together with 
a number of previous authovities, that Lord Cran- 
worth’s decision must rot be taken as having a 
more general application than the circumstances of 
that case warrant, although no doubt it tends to dis- 
credit the theory of mary preceding authorities—namely, 
that in cases of wilful misfeasance the Court would charge 
a high rate of interest by way of penalty. Lord Cran- 
worth’s decision cannot safely be understood as saying 
more than that mere negligence, even where it is gross, 
without actual fraud, or at all events without gain, is not 
of itself sufficient ground to induce the Court to impose 
the penalty. The decision does not touch the case of 
executors and trustees who employ the trust money for 
their own profit, and in respect of them the old rule as to 
the penalty will be enforced. We cannot better conclude 
these few general observations than in the words of Sir 
J. Romilly, M.R., in Jones v. Fowall. 

If an executor has retained balances in his hands which he 
ought to have invested, the Court will charge him with simple 
interest at four per cent. If, in addition to such retention, he 
has committed a direct breach of trust, or if the fund had 
been taken by him from a proper state of investment, in 
which it was producing five per cent., he will be charged with 
interest after the rate of five per cent, per annum. If, in 
addition to this, he has employed the money so obtained by 
him in trade or speculation, for his own benefit or advantage, 
he will be charged with the profits actually obtained from the 
uses of the money, or with interest at five per cent. per annum, 
and also with yearly rests, that is, with compound interest, 

Such being the general rule of courts of equity, we 
have only a few words to say as to the manner in which 
it is enforced, which was the only question in the above- 
named case of Colyer v. Colyer. It has been held that 
where a trustee has been guilty of any unreasonable delay 
in investing a trust fund he may be decreed to pay in- 
terest, although it is not prayed by the bill; and so an 
executor is chargeable with interest upon balances impro- 
perly retained, whether the prayer of the bill extends to 
it er not. In Colyer v. Colycr an inquiry as to balances 
was directed by the decree, and the chief clerk had found 
that the executors had retained a larger sum than was 
required for administration, and charged them with four 
per cent. interest on the excess, and the only question was 
whether the executors were to be allowed the costs of the 
inquiry. The Vice-Chancellor decided that the costs of 
the inquiry, which had been necessitated by a breach of 
duty on the part of the executors, ought not to fall on 



























the cestui que trusts, and that the least which might be 
asked against the executors was that they should be dis- 
allowed their costs; and such was the order made by his 


Honour. 





TRUSTEE—BREACH OF TRUST—RELEASE—LAPSE OF 
TIME.—A trustee who had committed a breach of trust, 
in allowing his co-trustee (the father of the person bene- 
ficially interested) to deal with the trust fund, received 
from the cestui gue trust @ memorandum in writing re- 
leasing him from all liability in respect of the breach of 
trust. It was proved that such memorandum was sent 
to the trustee by the cestui que trust, without any con- 
sideration moving between himself and the trustee, at the 
request ofthe father, who wished to secure his co-trustee 
from liability. Ten years had elapsed before the filing of 
the bill since the cestui que trust attained twenty-one. 

Held, that the memorandum did not operate in equity 
as a release of the trustee from the consequences of the 
breach of trust, and that the claim of the cestui que trust 
was not barred by reason of the lapse of time.—Furrant 
v. Blanchford, M. R., 11 W.R. 178. 


J URISDICTION—AMBASSADOR.—The existence of a con- 
tingent right in a foreign sovereign to a fund in the Bank 
of England will not prevent this Court from exercising 
jurisdiction to restrain the Bank from parting with the 
fund until the determination of the question between the 
British subject and the foreign sovereign as to the right 
to the fund. 

An ambassador who has not submitted to the juris- 
diction cannot be retained before the Court as a defendant. 
— Gladstone v. Misurus Bey, V.C. W., 11 W. RB. 180, 


Practice, 

PAYMENT OUT OF courT—Costs.—The purchase- 
money of land which stood limited to A. for life, remain- 
der to B, in fee, was paid into court. A. never applied 
for the dividends, A.’s residuary legatee bequeathed the 
residue of her personal estate to B., who now presented 
a petition for payment out of Court, 

In the absence of the legal personal representative of 
the tenant for life, the Court refused to order payment of 
the dividends accrued during his life to petitioner. 

Where an Act giving compulsory powers to purchase 
specifically provides for payment of the costs of re-invest- 
ment the Court will not exercise its general power of di- 
recting payment of costs—Re Acker’s Trusts, V.C.8., 
11 W. R. 182. 





COMMON LAW. 


ACTION FOR ASSAULT IN FOREIGN STATE—FOREIGN 
PENAL AND CIVIL REMEDY.—In this case it was held by 
the Exchequer Chamber that where by the laws of a 
foreign state there is a remedy by which compensation 
in damages may be obtained for assaults committed there 
a British subject may in this country maintain an action 
against another British subject for an assault committed 
in such state; but a doubt was expressed whether the ac- 
tion would lie if by the laws of such state compensation 
in damages was not recoverable. 

The plaintiff brought his action for assault and false 
imprisonment and the defendant pleaded, except as to the 
imprisonment, that the were committed out of 
the jurisdiction of the Court, to wit, at Naples, that the 
plaintiff and the defendant resided there, and that while 
there p i were. taken by the plaintiff in the 
Court of the Chiaja in Naples, according to the articles of 
the penal procedure laws of that country; and that accord- 
ing to the laws of that country the defendant was not 
liable to be sued by the plaintiff in any civil action or 
other proceedings to recover damages for the alleged tres- 
passes, nor liable to any other proceedings in respect 
of the trespasses except those taken and instituted under 
the laws aforesaid, and which were still ing and un- 
determined in the said Court of Naples. The defendant 








and that he could not recover any damages in a civil 
action or other proceedings, for the es until the 
defendant had been condemned and found guilty of those 
trespasses or some part thereof, and which said 

ings were still pending and undetermined; 3rdly. 
to the imprisonment, alleging that by the laws of the 
country the defendant was liable to certain penal proceed- 
ings for the imprisonment if not authorised by the law 
of the country, and that by the law of that country no 
civil action or other proceeding could be maintained to 
recover damages until after the defendant had been 
condemned and found guilty in such penal proceedings, 
and that no such proceedings had been instituted. 

Held (affirming the judgment of the Exchequer on de- 
murrer), that neither plea afforded any answer to the 
action; for that it was consistent with the first plea. that 
by the proceedings there mentioned compensation in 
damages was recoverable; and that the other two pleas 
were pleas of matter of procedure only by showing the 
necessity of taking criminal ings before the ci 
remedy, admitted to exist, could be adopted.— Scott v. 
Lord Seymour, Ex.C., 11 W. R. 169. 

ACCORD AND SATISFACTION—ACCEPTANCE OF SMALLER 
SUM IN SATISFACTION OF A LARGER.—A declaration that 
the defendant having sued the now plaintiff on a bill 
“alleged to be due,” agreed to aecept in satisfaction a sum 
smaller than the amount of the bill, but had afterwards 
prosecuted the action to judgment and execution, held, 
on demurrer, that the declaration was good.— Haywood 
v. Mower, Q. B., 11 W. RB. 169. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—IMPLIED AGREEMENT,—On 
a parol tenancy from year to year there is no implied 
agreement for quiet enjoyment beyond the duration of 
the lessor’s interest, and if he is himself a termor, and the 
tenant was aware of this, the latter, in case of eviétion on 
the expiration of his landlord’s term, can maintain no 
action against him for such eviction.— Penfold v. Abbott, 
Q. B., 11 W.R. 169. 


BILL OF SALE—REASONABLB NOTICE TO PAY:—On a 
bill of sale with covenant for payment of the money at a 
distant day “or at such other day or time” as the credi- 
tor, the assignee, might appoint by notice in writing, 

Held, that reasonable notice was required ; and the as- 
signee having made a demand of payment in half an 
hour, and in default of payment seized and sold: 

Held, that he was liable in trespass ; but 

Held, also, that the damage must be estimated with 
reference to the probability of the debtor’s having been 
able to obtain the money, had reasonable notice been 
given ; and oo 

Semble, per Crompton, J., that a reasonable notice means 
not merely such time as might be necessary for him to 
get the money, supposing him to have had it ready, but 
time to raise it supposing that he had it not. 

On the last-mentioned point Crompton, J., made the 
following observations:—The deed does not say the debtor 
is to pay on demand, but requires that a particular time 
is to be appointed for payment by a 
That implies clearly some interval of time between the 


il 


= 


the provision for notice illusory, and would be contrary 
to common sense. As to what time would be reasonable it 
is not necessary to determine. But I by no means am 
certain that even a day would be sufficient time; and. I 
think that a reasonable time means such a time as would 
be sufficient to enable a man to do the act—i.c., in such a 


case as this, to obtain the money. A man having given 
such a security is not to have the money always 
ready. If so, what be the use of borrowing it? - 


He borrows it in order to have the use of it, which im- 
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plies that he will not have it always ready for repayment. 
And in this case the deed itself showed that he was to 
have the use of it for ten years. What is a reasonable 
time in such a case is not, however, now to be determined, 
and it is enough to say that the time here given was not 
reasonable, whether as a matter of fact or of law.— 
Brightley v. Norton, Q. B., 11 W.R. 167. 


ACTION FOR CALLS—SET-OFF BY CONTRIBUTORY.—In 
an action for calls, brought by the liquidators in the name 
of a company under a winding-up order, the contributor, 
being also a creditor of the company, can plead a set-off 
of a debt due to him.— Moseley Gold Company v. Garnett, 
Q. B., 11 W.R. 167. 








BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


County Court Jurispicrrion—Costs or ASSIGNEES. 
Ex parte Cole, L. C., 11 W. R. 127. 


_In this appeal there was a surprising revelation of the 
kind of orders sometimes made by county court judges. 
It was an appeal from an order of one of the county 
court judges in Kent, before whom the present proceed- 
ings in bankruptcy were brought. Theappellant had pur- 
chased some property of the bankrupt, before the bank- 
ruptcy, which had been conveyed to him by deed ; and 
in the course of the proceedings in bankruptcy he was 
summoned under the 126th section of the Bankrupt 
Law Consolidation Act, 184:, to attend and give evi- 
dence before the judge. There was nothing to show 
that he was a creditor of the bankrupt. An order was 
made by the county court judge, which was expressed to 
be made “upon the application of the solicitor of the 
assignees, and upon hearing the evidence, and the state- 
ment of the said solicitor that the bankrupt by the in- 
denture therein mentioned had conveyed certain houses 
to the appellant, when the bankrupt was known to be 
insolvent, and without valuable consideration; and it 
was ordered that the said houses comprised in the said 
indenture be given up to the assignees, and taken pos- 
session of by them, and be sold for the benefit of the 
creditors under the bankruptcy ; and further, that the 
said indenture be retained by the registrar, and be dis- 
posed of as the Court should direct.” 

It is no wonder that the Lord Chancellor should have 
expressed his regret that such an order was made. It 
was, of course, at once discharged, and the assignees 
were not only disallowed their costs but were ordered to 
pay the costs of the application, which was, perhaps, 
rather hard, considering that the assignees and their 
solicitor had, at all events, the sanction and authority 
of the judge who had jurisdiction in the matter for what 
they had done. 








PROBATE. 


_ Cosrs.—A next of kin pleaded undue execution and 
incapacity in opposition to a will, and called witnesses 
in support of these pleas. ‘The Court pronounced for 
the will, but refused to condemn the next of kin in 
costs, undue influence not having been pleaded.—Sum- 
merell y. Clements, 11 W. R. 153. 


IRIsH GRANT OF ADMINISTRATION.—After a testa- 
mentary suit had been determined by a decree that a 
paper writing, propounded as the last will of a deceased, 
was invalid, the Court ordered an Irish grant of ad- 
ministration, which had been brought into the registry, 
to be re-sealed with the seal of the Court of Probate in 
England under the 95th section of the 20,& 21 Vict. 
c. 79.—In the goods of Barnard Collins (deceased), 11 
W. R. 154. 

Arripavits—InTERLINEATION.—A ffidavits were sent 
out to New Plymouth, New Zealand, to swear the widow 
of W. K., deceased, as administratrix. In the meantime 
she had moved to Hobart Town in Tasmania, and cer- 
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tain interlineations consequently were made in the affi- 
davit, but not initialed by the judge who administered 
the oath; the description of Mrs. King as widow was 
also slightly irregular. The Court made an order that 
such affidavit should be filed—JZn the goods of William 
King (deceased), 11 W. R. 171. 





ADMIRALTY LAW. 


Satvace.—The Court refused to allow the defendants 
in a salvage suit to add to their pleas an allegation that 
the alleged salvors, since the commencement of the suit, 
had assaulted some of the witnesses who were going to 
give evidence on behalf of the owners.—TZhe “ #ielden,” 
11 W. R. 156. 








POLICE COURTS. 


MANSION HOUSE. 

Dec. 30.—William Firman or Fairman, 45, who had refused 
his address, and who was described as a commission agent, 
was placed at the bar of the Mansion House before the Lord 
Mayor, charged with conspiring, with Charles Frederick Hunt 
now in Whitecross-strect Prison, in defrauding the Hon. 
Richard Bingham of £800 at the Commercial Sale Rooms in 
Mincing-lane, about two years ago, After evidence had 
been given in support of the charge the prisoner, address- 
ing the Lord Mayor, said it was out of no disrespect to 
him that he had withheld his address, but because he con- 
ceived that the person who gave him into custody had no 
legal right to do so. He discovered, from a conversation 
with the man in question, that he was an emissary from an 
“ office of inquiry” in the Temple, and that he had no 
warrant nor any instruction from the Lord Mayor or any 
other magistrate of the City authorising his arrest. He 
(the prisoner) at first declined his address, apprehensive 
that the knowledge of his arrest might seriously alarm his 
wife, who was in delicate health, but much more because 
he believed’ that in his person a gross violation of the 
liberty of the subject had been committed, to which he 
hoped that the representatives of the press would give pub- 
licity. He believed that remarks had at various times been 
made by judges in similar cases, and he now asked whether 
an English subject on a charge of this kind was liable to cap- 
ture without the production of some legal document authorising 
it by the person arresting him. The method of his appre- 
hension appeared to Inspector Scott, an experienced police 
officer on duty at the Seething-lane station, so irregular that 
he had considerable objection to take the charge at all. He 
was given into custody at two o'clock on Monday afternoon at 
the Pine Apple Tavern, in the Borough, by the detective officer 
in question, who had walked in and addressed him familiarly 
by his name, though an entire stranger to him, and he was 
kept at the police station for about two hours and a half, while 
the detective was in search of Mr. Bingham. In his absence 
it became a topic of conversation at the station how long a 
subject might be detained in prison whilst his accusers were 
raking up evidence against him. 

Mr. Goodman said the person who had given the prisoner 
into custody, and also had signed the charge-shect, was in no 
way connected with that court nor with the City of London 
police. It was an extraordinary proceeding to apprehend a 
man on a charge of conspiracy without the authority of a 
warrant; but the present case might hereafter assume the 
character of a felony, though he did not say it would, and in 
that event it was competent for any one to give the prisoner 
into custody without a warrant. 

The Lorp Mayor said the irregularity of which the pri- 
soner had complained was not one for which he was respon- 
sible, and he accepted the prisoner’s explanation of the reasons. 
why he had not given his address. He then remanded the 
prisoner, but agreed, at his request, to admit him to bail in the 
interim, himself in £500, and two sureties in £250 each, after 
giving the usual notice. 





GUILDHALL, 

Frederick Sanderson, described as a coach. builder, of Tot- 
tenham-court-road, London, and Dominic-street, Dublin, who 
was apprehended at the latter place by Detective Serjeant 


, 
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Packman, of the City force, was placed at the bar before Mr. 
Alderman Humphery, charged with not surrendering on the 
9th of April, 1862, after being adjudicated a bankrupt, and 
with not giving up the whole of his property to his assignees. 

It appeared from the, opening statement of counsel and 
the evidence, as far as it went, that the bankrupt, who 
carried on business in London and in Dublin at one and 
the same time, petitioned the Court of Bankruptcy on 
the 13th of April, 1861, at which time his liabilities were 
£1,800, while his good debts and available property were 
set. down, the former at something over £300, and the 
latter at £400. On the 17th of the same month he was 
adjudicated a bankrupt, and on the 27th he was examined 
relative to his affairs. On the 12th of the following month, 
however, his property being situated in Dublin, his Irish 
creditors made him a bankrupt there, and for some time 
concurrent proceedings were pending in the London and 
Dublin Courts of Bankruptcy. A messenger from the Court 
of Bankruptcy in, London was sent, over to take possession of 
the bankrupt’s property, and. remained there for 11 months 
at an expense to the estate of £120, when he was withdrawn 
by mutual consent, the two sets of proceedings being found 
exceedingly inconvenient, and steps were taken to annul the 
Trish Bankruptcy. ‘That being accomplished, and the bank- 
rupt’s examination having been adjourned from time to time 
with protection, @ messenger was again sent over to take 
possession of the property of the bankrupt, who at. once ejected 
him, That being tlie case, and the bankrupt. having failed 
to surrender on the 9th of April, 1862, the day appointed for 
him to pass his last examination, a warrant was issued from 
this office and placed in the hands of Detective Serjeant Packman, 
who arrested the bankrupt at his place of business.in Dublin. 
In the cross-examination of Mr. Stubbs, the messenger in 
bankruptcy, it was elicited that on the 10th or 11th of April a 
letter was received from the bankrupt’s son stating that as his 
father had the gout in his finger he could not attend, and en- 
closing the protection for renewal, but.as no lawful excuse 
was shown on the day fixed for his surrender the examination 
was adjourned sine die, without protection, He understood 
that the bankrupt had since endeavoured to settle with his 
creditors. There was no order of the commissionersin the pro- 
ceedings sanctioning the present prosegution. He had heard 
that the whole matter was being litigated, that an injunction 
had been granted, and that a receiver had been appointed 
by the Court of Chancery, but he did not know it. of his 
own knowledge. For the bankrupt it was urged that there 
was no frauculent intent in hisconduct from first to last, he 
having, attended every examination until the last, when he was 
prevented by illness, and having since partially settled with 
his creditors, although he had failed to satisfy one. of the peti- 
tioning creditors, at. whose ae it was alleged the pro- 
secution had been adopted. Packman, the detective officer, 
said some delay occ in apprehending the bankrupt, whose 
case was so well known to the authorities in Dublin that the 
chief magistrate hesitated for some time before backing the 
warrant. 

After some little discussion, Mr. Alderman Humphery de- 
cided upon remanding the bankrupt, and accepting -bail for 
his appearance in two. sureties of £100 each. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


ARTICLED CLERK. 

Will you or any of your readers kindly inform me if an 
attorney, in pursuance and performance of his covenant to 
teach and instruct his articled clerk in his profession, is bound 
to provide him with books for that purpose. A. F. T. S. 





CHANCELLORS’ Frzs. 

Could any of the readers of the Solicitors’ Journal. answer 
me the following questions? 

First.—Whether there is a book in any of the law librarics, 
or elsewhere, on the “* History of Fees? ” 

Second,—What was the salary, received by the Lord. Chan- 
cellor, in the time of Bacon? Also whether. it was,customary, 
for the Chancellor at that. time to receive fees from persons, 
when, or before, their suits were pending, 

Third.—Did. the. predecessors of Bacon (when. they. held. 
the office of Chancellor) receive fees from parties, referred to 
in the last question. Also. when was. the salary of Chancellor 
regulated ? 








Lastly.—What salary was received by the Attorney-General, 
iu the time of Bacon? 

If any of your readers would answer all, or some of the 
above questions, they would confer a great boon upon. 

Manchester, Dec. 27, 1862, Aw ARTICLED CLERK. 





ATTORNEY ABANDONING CAUa&, 
In the case put by your correspondent “S.C. L.” the ques- 
tion for the jury would be—was reasonable notice requiring 
funds given to justify the attorney withdrawing from his con- 


‘tract, and proceeding in the business? 


The contract of an attorney, after accepting a retainer, is an 
entire contract to carry on the action to its termination; 
subject, however, to the condition of his being furnished by 
his client with funds necessary to carry on the same after a 
reasonable notice requiring the same. 

See Hoby v. Built, 3 B. & Ad, 350, where the jury found 
that such a notice as mentioned by “S.C. L.,” given to the 
client five days before the commencement of the assizes, was not 
a reasonable notice. M. 

Gray’s Inn, December 27, 1862. 





Soriciror’s Rieuts as MorteaGer iy Trust. 

Will some of your readers inform me whether, if a trustee 
is a solicitor, and it is necessary for him to file a bill in chan- 
cery to foreclose a mortgage (on which his trust-money has 
been advanced), he can claim his costs, or only his costs owt 
of pocket, on the ground that he caunot make a profit of his 
trust. A Trusrex. 

Lincoln’s-inn, 





Tue Common Law Leavers. 

Several letters have lately ap in your columns as to 
these gentlemen. If the Q; C.’s would confine themselves to 
particular courts for Nisi Prius business, a great deal would be 
done. The difficulty in consequence of the circuits must be ad~ 
mitted, and I profess I do not see how the Banco business 
could be got through by a selection of courts. Let the ad- 
mitted evil be lessened at all events, if it cannot be cured en~ 
tirely. I admit the remedy is greatly in the hands of the 
attorneys themselves, but it is well known that they can never 
be brought to unite, even when their own direct and 
interest is concerned. Mr. Serjeant Byles selected the Court 
of Common Pleas, and I never heard that his practice 
in consequence; on the coutrary,1 believe he was in nearly 
every case at Nisi Prius, Hore is an instance opposed to 
that cited by one of your correspondents, and I believe the 
one he refers. to was of a gentleman of smalk business and 
short. standing: at the. bar. A Manaciye CLERK, 





Lost Bastarpy OrpeR—Non-SERVICE OF SAME. 


J. R. was taken into custody on a warrant issued against 
him by M. HL, for the payment of 13s., thirteen weeks’ pay at 
ls. per week due to her on a bastardy order, and brought 
before a bench of magistrates to show cause why he should 
not pay the amount demanded. M. H., on her oath, said 
that J. R. owed her the sum demanded on a bastardy order, 
which she did not produce, and called a witness who swore: 

that on a certain day in August, 1855, he was present at a. 
petty sessions, when J, R. was adjudged to be the putative: 
father of the bastard child of M. H., and an order made on: 
him in the presence and hearing of his attorney, for the pay- 
ment of 1s. per week towards the maintenance 

the order in bastardy was sent him for service by the clerk 
to the justices shortly after the making thereof, but he did 
not serve it, and that it was lost. ‘The justices’ clerk 
also proved the making of the order. Shortly after the 
making of the order J. R. left this country for America, from 
whence he had only lately returned, never having paid M. H. 
any money thereunder. J, R.’s attorney contended that as 
the order in bastardy bad been lost, and no duplicate or copy 
thereof had been produced or ever served on his client no 
order could be made. on him for payment:of the money, and 
that M. H. was bound to produce the order to the Bench and 
prove the service of the same on J, R., before she could re- 
cover; on the other hand, it was contended that as J. R. was 
present by his attorney when the order was made he had 
sufficient notice thereof to justify the Bench, under the cir- 
cumstances, in ordering payment of the arrears; that the 
original order having been lost, secondary evidence thereof 
might be given, and that proof of actual service was un- 
‘necessary under the statute. The major part of the Bench 
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were of the latter opinion, and ordered the sum claimed to be 
paid. Will some of your readers have the kindness to say if 
(in their opinion) the Bench decided rightly. 

J.T. SHAPLAND, 





Lunacy Procepure Act. 

With your permission I will make a few observations on the 
Lunacy Procedure Act (25 & 26 Vict. c.111). This Act is 
felt, I believe, to be unsatisfactory in several of its details, but 
I shall confine the present letter to its regulations respecting 
the examination of lunatics. A well-known recent case, I 
allude to Hali v. Semple, has attracted public attention, to 
this subject, and this is not to be wondered at. 

It is, I apprehend, clear that the power of committal given 
by the Act must be reviewed next session of Parliament. Pub- 
lic confidence has long been giving way in respect of the 
theories set up by what are generally known as “ mad doctors,” 
but I wish it to be understood that I personally do not use this 
phrase in an offensive sense, The general medical opinion is, 
I believe, that insanity is traceable both to mental and physical 
causes, and this really seems to be the rational view. But if 
I rightly understand some of the recent theories, they seem to 
repudiate considering|the “state of the mind” as a cause of 
insanity. I refrain from any personal allusion to the medical 
gentleisen who have devoted their lives to this class of 
diseases, as to do so might be regarded as invidious. It is, I 
the vague and strange theories sometimes advanced by medical 
believe, genorally felt that but little confidence can be placed in 
witnesses, and that too even in the case of physicians skilled 
in this department of medicine. What let me ask is to be 
done to rectify this state of things? My suggestion is that a 
public magisterial investigation should precede committal. 
This, as you will observe is only a modification of your 
editorial suggestion as expressed in the last number 
of the Solicitors’ Journal. Publicity is, as has always been 
felt, the best check to abuses at least in England. The pre- 
sent evil is simply an abuse of the power of committal given 
by the Act, and which may be easily and speedily rectified by 
Parliament. It will I think be desirable to conserve the pre- 
sent power given by the Act to the commissioners of lunacy, 
and td enact that all applications to any magistrate—suppos- 
ing this suggestion should be adopted—should be immediately 
communicated to the Commissioners in Lunacy. Some use- 
ful hints may, I think, be derived from the recent Lunacy 
Amendment Act for Scotland, to which I lately drew the at- 
tention of yonr readers, and to which 1 beg leave again to refer. 
The present subject is certuinly one which does not admit of 
delay. Lunacy is on the increase, and the present system is 
fraught with danger to “ the liberty of the subject.” 

J. CULVERHOUSE. 





PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS. 


I feel very much obliged to your correspondent “S. C.” for 
the information contained in his letter of the 20th instant, and 
also for his kind offer to afford any further information to “a 
Law Student.” Now, as I happen to be one of those indi- 
viduals, I hope I shall not be trespassing on his kindness in 
asking him to solve some difficulties which have occurred to 
me in reference to these examinations. To begin with Part I. of 
‘the examination.— What course do the examiners take in refer- 
ence to the requirement of “ Writing a shart English composi- 
tien.” Do they give you the subject whilst you are before them, or 
can you write it previously? Part If. What kind of exami- 
nation has a student to pass in a language? I see in this 
week’s issue of the Solicitar's Journal that the examiner has 
appointed certain books from which to examine the students. 
Now, supposing we take for example “ French.” Two books 
are named. Do they expect you to simply narrate passages 
from them,~<r are you required to learn and repeat any part of 
them? By your correspondent “S. C.” answering these 
queries a great benefit will be conferred on 

ANOTHER Law StuDENr, 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. T. F. Kenz, of the Equity Bar, has been appointed 
Secretary to the Commission of Inquiry into convict disci- 
jline. Mr. Kent was called to the Bar at Lincoln’s-inn, in 
November, 1842. 








PROVINCES. 


Braprorp.—Brewers and the Magistracy—At a special 
meeting of the Bradford Corporation, held last week, the fol- 
lowing correspondence was read:—‘ Bradford, Dec. 5, 1862. 
My Lord,—My attention has been directed to the following 
letter in the Leeds Mercury of yesterday:—‘1, Upper Hyde 
Park-gardens. Sir,—l am directed by the Lord Chancellor 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, also of the memorial 
from some of the inhabitants of Scarborough, and in reply to 
inform you that if Mr. Knight is a brewer he is not eligible for 
the appointment of borough magistrate. I am, Sir, your 
obedient servant, HaLtysurToN CAMPBELL, Secretary of 
the Commissions.’ Iam a brewer, at Bradford, and on the 
10th ult. was elected mayor. By the 57th section of the 5th 
and 6th of William 4, cap. 76, it is enacted ‘that the mayor 
for the time being of every borough shall be justice of the 
peace of and for such borough, and shall continue to be such 
justice of the peace during the next succeeding year after he 
shall cease to be mayor.’ And by the second section of the 
24th and 25th Victoria, cap. 75, it is enacted ‘that the mayor 
of every borough shall, during the time of his mayoralty, 
have precedence over all justices of the peace acting in and 
for such borough, and be entitled to take the chair at all 
meetings of the justices held within the borough at which he 
may be present by virtue of his office of mayor.’ After being 
elected mayor, I qualified in the ordinary course, and have 
since regularly acted as a justice of the peace, without any idea 
that there was anything contrary to law iu my doing so, or 
any conception that my being a brewer rendered me not eligible 
for the position of borough magistrate. Since, however, I have 
seen the letter of your Lordship’s Secretary of Commissions, I 
am anxious to be informed, for my future guidance—first, 
whether it is illegal for me to act as a justice of the peace for 
the borough of Bradford during the year of my mayoralty and 
the next succeeding year; and, secondly, on the suupposition 
that there is no illegality in my so acting, whether I am, in 
your Lordship’s opinion, eligible to act. I wish to act legally, 
and am anxious that the chairman of the borough justices here 
should carry with him all the weight and respect which a 
person in such a position ought to have; and your Lordship 
will perceive that, after the letter above referred to, Iam in a 
difficult, if not unpleasant position.—I have the honour to be, 
my Lord, Your Lordship’s most obedient servant, MATTHEW 
Witi1am THompson. The Lord High Chancellor.”"—To which 
letter Mr. Thompson received the following reply :—‘ Upper 
Hyde Park-gardens, Dec. 15, 1862. Sir,—I am directed by 
the Lord Chancellor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, 
and in reply to inform you that it has been considered expe- 
dient by many past Lord Chancellors, as well as by his Lord- 
ship, to lay down a rule against the appointment of brewers as 
magistrates. It was in reference to this rule that the expres- 
sion in my letter of a brewer not being eligible for the appoint- 
ment of magistrate was used. This will, of course in no way 
affect brewers whose names may now be in the commisssion of 
the peace, or who, having been elected by their fellow-citizens 
to serve the office of mayor, may, by virtue of that office, be 
discharging the duties of chief magistrate of their respective 
boroughs. Iam, Sir, your obedient servant, HALLYBURTON 
CAMPBELL, Secretary of Commissions. M. W. Thompson, Esq., 
Mayor of Bradford.” 

SramForp.—At the recent petty sessions at Stamfond, before 
the Mayor and a full bench of magistrates, four men were 
charged with being in unlawful possession of five rabbits and a 
hare on the 12th ult, The game was taken to the station- 
house, where the defendants went and demanded it, but were 
refused, and information was laid against them under the 
25 & 26 Vict.c. 144, Mr. Atter read in support of the case 
from a work recently published by Mr. George Oke, in which 
it was pointed out that the new statute for the prevention of 
poaching did not rapeal any of the old law, but provided cu- 
mulative powers for thé discovery of this class of offenders, Mr. 
Atter pointed out that it was incumbent on the defendants to show 
that they were lawfully in possession of the game. All the 
circumstances as detailed above were proved. On the part of 
the defendants it was contended by Mr. Law that there had 
been no proof adduced of anyone having lost any game; that 
to convict a man of stealing a particular thing an owner must 
be found; it must be shown that something was lost. Further, 
that there was no evidence to show that the defendants had 
been on any land in the night in question in search of game, 
or that any of the defendonts had been accessory thereto, or 





that that they had been acting in concert. The magistrates 
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considered the case proved against one of the men and 
fined him £2, including costs, or a month's imprisonment 
with hard labour, He was also convicted of being in 
unlawful possession of a net, and fined 1d., the net to 
be forfeited and destroyed. ‘The other défendants were also 
convicted, and in default of payment were sent to goal, 
but the fines have been since paid and the men released 
Their solicitor has since served the presiding magistrates with 
notices of appeal, and the defendants have entered into recog- 
nizances to prosecute the same at the Quarter Sessions. 








IRELAND. 
Dublin, Dec. 31. 

Our new Lord Mayor, the Hon. Mr. Vereker, or, as he will 
be a few hours hence, right honourable, inaugurates his year of 
office this day, and his antecedents, lofty character, social posi- 
tion, and business habits justify the anticipations prevailing 
amongst all classes and all parties that the mayoralty of Dub- 
lin during the present year will not suffer by comparison with 
that of any of its predecessors since Sir Elies Best inaugurated 
the office—nearly 200 years ago, The tribute which the Jrish 
Times pays our new chief magistrate would be endorsed, I 
believe, by every citizen of Dublin:— 

“ Mr. Vereker, we believe, is the only instance of a noble- 
man’s son holding the mayoralty of Dublin, In other Irish 
and several English cities there are frequent instances of the 
mayoralty being held by noblemen or their heirs. The con- 
duct of the Hon. Mr. Vereker during his career in: the cor- 
poration has assured the citizens that he will perform the 
duties of chief magistrate of Dublin with dignity, efficiency, 
and impartiality. The Mansion House will be the scene of 
refined and generous hospitality. ‘The public charities of the 
city will have in the Lord Mayor a benefactor, and the poorer 
classes will feel the benefit of his vigilance and justice. We 
understand that some members of Mr. Vereker’s family will 
reside with him in the Mansion House, and that‘ every portion 
of the fine old building will be re-decorated. 

The Verekers had been mayors of Limerick; and one of 
the best men that ever filled the civic chair of that or of any 
other city or town was of the name, and mayor during the first 
cholera year. Dickens never painted a more benevolent or 
practically charitable character than that gertleman, who 
literally sacrificed his life to his devotion to the works of mercy, 
in which he was unceasingly engaged. His memory is 
cherished in the South, as the memory of a good man is always 
sure to be. 


Mr. Robert Hunt, High Sheriff of the city of Limerick, 
‘visited the city gaol on Tuesday, the 23rd ult., and from his 
private purse paid off the debts of all the pauper ‘debtors, 
who were then liberated, in order to enjoy the Christmas with 
their families; and, in addition, he placed at the disposal of the 
‘Governor of the prison a sum of money to assist the outgoing 
-debtors in enjoying their Christmas. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS AND JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 

A legal reform of some importance was enunciated on the 
30th ult., in the form of an imperial decree in the Moniteur. 
The following are the leading features in the change:— 

“ The ordinance of February 2, 1831, modified the procedure 
observed before the Council of State, but it has not been made 
applicable to causes before the Prefectural Councils, 

“These councils have brought before them every year more 
than 200,000 causes which notably concern public works, 
highways, vicinal roads, contributions, elections, water-courses, 
mines, insalubrious establishments, and communal accounta.. 
bility. Upon these matters they hold administrative jurisdic- 
tion in the first instance, but it is regretted that all the gua- 
rantees assured to the Council of State for the last thirty years 
by the creation of a Government commissioner, the presence of 
the parties, and the publicity of the hearings, are not found in 

m. 

a: In future the sittings of the Prefectural Councils, while 
hearing contentious suits, shall be public. ‘The parties shall 
be admitted, and allowed to make observations by themselves 
or their mandatories. 

“ The publicity of the hearings would be a defective measure, 
if, in giving satisfaction to the parties, it disarmed the adminis- 
tration. It is important that in each cause an authoritative 





voice may be raised in the interest of the law, and to pro- 
tect the rights of the State. It is, therefore, necessary to 
create, attached to the Prefectural Councils, a public mi > 
The Government commissioner will form conclusions with 
respect to every contentious question, and will watch over the 
exact observance of the laws and the rules of jurisprudence, 

“In fine, to complete this organisation a registrar (greffé). 
will be established in each Prefectural Council; all the files of 
proceeding shall be deposited with him, the necessary commu- 
nications will be made to the parties interested, and a special 
register will be permitted for recording the movement of 
causes. The registrar shall be chosen = the prefect from 
among the functionaries of the prefecture, 

“ As to the forms relative to the introduction of causes, to 
their proceeding, and their decision, they have been established 
by legislative acts, either by jurisprudence or by the Council 
of State. They unite all the conditions of a procedure at once 
simple, summary, and little costly. 





ITALY. 


Naries.—The reports which have appeared in the. papers 
of the hearing of Mr. Bishop’s appeal before the Naples Court 
of Cassation give a very favourable notion of the manner 
in which judicial proceedings are conducted in the new king- 
dom of Italy. The Yimes correspondent, after giving a full 
account of the hearing. remarks that, before the Court of As- 
size and the Court of Cassation, it has been conducted with - 
touch patient investigation, with strict impartiality, and with 
a dignified calmness strikingly in contrast with the impas- 
sioned and even furious demeanour which marked judges ap- 
pointed to try political prisoners under the Botrbons. These 
were the paid advocates of a despot, while the judges who 
have presided in all the cases I have heard tried under the 
new régime have shown themselves to be honest and impartial 
searchers after truth. It is impossible not to fee} regret for the 
painful position in which our countryman stands; but he has 
had as fair a trial as any man could have in our own free and 
blessed land. 





AMERICA. 
The Federal Attorney-General has given his official opinion 
that a free man of colour, if born in the United States, is a 
citizen, and competent to be master of a coasting vessel. 








REVIEW. 


Precedents of Pleadings in the Superior Courts of Common 
LIaw. By Epwarp Butten, Esq., of the Middle Temple, 
and STePpHeN Martin Leaks, Esq., of the Middle Templé, 
Barrister-at-Law. Second edition. London: Stevens, 
Sons, & Haynes. 1863. 

The appearance of a new edition of this work fully justifies 
our prognostications, expressed on the appearance of the first 
edition, that it was just the work to meet the requirements of 
the profession. The recent reforms in the law supplied the 
means of simplifying the practice and pleadings of the common 
law courts; but necessarily were not enacted in a sufficiently 
plain and systematic form to enable everyone at once to 
the spirit of those reforms, and avail himself of the means 
afforded. The result too often appeared in a greater uncer- 
tainty than ever as to practice and pleading, leading to a mul- 
tiplicity and multiformity of counts and pleas, and a prolixity 
of language which betokened the hesitation of the practitioner, 
and how much he was embarrassed rather'than aided by the 
alterations in the law. The new practice threatened to become 
remarkable for anything but clea and simplicity; long 
special pleas were used in lieu of the general issue; every sepa- 
rate allegation became traversable, and was traversed throughout 
all stages of the pleadings; statements of facts were intermixed 
with inferences of law; and narratives of all sorts of matters were 
relied on as pleadings upon equitable grounds. This diffuse 
mode of pleading encumbered the record, and tended to obscure 
rather than explain the development of the issues, and’ often 
caused great difficulty to the Court at Nisi Prius, in ascertain- 
ing the real questions for the jury to try. The “ Precedents of 
Pleadings” has done much to set these matters straight, The re- 
forms in pleading are here presented in their true bearing, and 
are made readily available to the practitioner. The a- 
tions in the notes contain an ample commentary on the recent 
Acts, laid down with clearness and decision; while the prece- 
dents in the text are framed in the very spirit of the reformed 





system, and supply throughout the whole province of common 
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law a series of forms precisely homogenous with the legisla- 
tive examples given in the schedule to the first Common Law 


Procedure Act. The wholesome influence of this work upon 
pleading cannot be better appreciated than by examining the 
pleadings in the more recent volumes of the reports, where 
there is now manifest a uniformity of style and simplicity of 
expression, which may in great measure be traced to this 
work ; and it will not unfrequently be found, upon comparison, 
that many of the more special pleadings have been copied ver- 
batim from the specimens here given. The work has on some 
occasions been referred to even by the Bench, as a guide to 
their decisions upon the new law; for example, in the case of 
Bartlett v. Wells, 31 L. J. Q. B. 57, which turned on the 
limits proper to be allowed to equitable pleadings, the Court 
professedly followed the opinion laid down in the precedents, 
that an equitable replication departing from the legal right as- 
serted in the declaration would not be allowed. R 

The new edition of this work has been expected for some 
time, but the delay is sufficiently accounted for by the enlarged 
and carefully revised form in which it appears. The increase 
of matter renders this edition one-half as large again as the 
former; but the well-arranged plan of the first edition has been 
strictly adhered to, and the additions will be found pretty 
evenly distributed over the whole work. The new statutes, 
passed since the publication of the first edition, including the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1860, necessarily cause many 
additions. The new Bankruptcy Act, so far as it affects plead- 
ing, has been fully treated, and with as much certainty as 
could be expected in the absence of judicial decisions, This 
Act, however, judging from the comments on it here given, 
seems to be as full of difficulties in this department of its ope- 
ration as it has been found to be in all others. ‘The appendix 
in this edition presents an entirely new feature; containing the 
three Common Law Procedure Acts, and the rules of court re- 
lating te ‘pleading, there is now annexed to each section or 
rule a referenge to the pages of the work in which it is dis- 
cussed or referred to; thus, whatever comment upon the new 
Acts and rules is contained in the work, is readily found, and 
the appendix, by means of these references, supplies the place 
of an annotated edition of the Common Law Procedure Acts 
and rules relating to pleading. The index has been entirely 
re-cast and printed in a new form, which gives much additional 
clearness. and facility of reference, and greatly enhances the 
utility of the whole work. Indeed, no pains seem to have 
been spared to render this edition as complete and accurate, 
and at the same time to keep it as concise as possible. 

Besides the intrinsic merits of this work in its especial de- 
partment, it is capable of serving a far wider purpose than 
merely as a handbook of pleading. Ranging over the whole pro- 
vince of civil rights and remedies in the common law courts, 
and specifying the various actions and defences on all matters 
within that province, it presents the law on such matters in the 
most accurate form, reduced to the definite test of declaration 
or plea, and regarded in this light, it should be placed in the 
hands of every student, and should be found as a book of re- 
ference in the library of every practitioner who may be called 
upon to give advice to the public; and it seems calculated to be 
especially useful in the county courts, where, though the pro- 
cedure is different, the law of rights and remedies is substan- 
tially the same as in the superior courts, Even in the proce- 
dure of the county courts there is so close an analogy between 
the particulars of demand there required, and the now hardly 
more formal declaration required in the superior courts, that 
no safer precedents could be used for the former than the 
simple forms of declaration given in this work. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND GATESHEAD LAW 
SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held at 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne on the 4th ult., Joserpu Watson, Esgq., 
President, in the chair. 

Mr. CricutTon, the senior secretary, having intimated by 
letter a wish to be relieved from the duties of his office in con- 
sequence of ill health, a resolution expressing the sincere sym- 
pathy of the society with Mr. Crighton under his continued 
indisposition, and its regret that he should feel it necessary to 
resign an office which he has filled for a quarter of a century 
with the greatest benefit to the society, was carried by acclama- 
tion. It was then moved that Mr. Daggett be requested to 
undertake the office of secretary, to which Mr. Daggett as- 





The annual report of the committee was read and adopted- 
It is as tollows:— 

The standing committee of the Newcastle and Gateshead 
Law Society at this, the thirty-sixth annual general meeting, 
beg to present the following report of their proceedings :— 

The proceedings of your society at the outset of the curren 
year had reference to the change.in the commissionership in 
the District Court of Bankruptcy occasioned by the lamented 
decease of Mr. Commissioner Ellison. On Monday, the 9th 
of December, 1861, Mr. Commissioner Ellison, who had for 
some months been prevented from attending his court by severe 
illness, resumed his seat. On this occasion Mr. Watson, your 
president, with many professional brethren, attended at the 
Court of Bankruptcy to congratulate the commissioner upon 
his return. Mr. Watson’s address, and Mr. Commissioner 
Ellison’s reply on that occasion, are printed in the records of 
the society. The learned commissioner died on the following 
Thursday, In pursuance of a requisition a general meet- 
ing of the society was held for the purpose of considering 
the most befitting mode of testifying: the respect of the 
legal profession to the memory of the late commissioner. 
An address to Mrs, Ellison was agreed to, and it was resolved 
that the officers and membern of the society should attend the 
funeral, and that an intimation when it would take place 
should be given to all the solicitors practising in the commis- 
sioner’s district. A numerous body of the profession attended 
the funeral, and after the address of the society had been pre- 
sented to Mrs. Ellison by the commissioner’s respected brother, 
Mr. P. G. Ellison, the same was suitably acknowledged by his 
son, Captain Ellison, 

On the 21st of December, 1861, your president, accompanied 
by a considerable number of the members of the profession, 
attended the Court of Bankruptcy on the occasion of T. B. 
H. Abrahall, Esq., taking his seat as the successor of Mr. 
Commissioner Ellison, and offered him the congratulations of 
the profession on his appointment, to which Mr. Abrahall 
made a grateful reply. 

Your society having been requested by the Incorporated Law 
Society to recommend two local solicitors to assist the cx- 
aminers appointed for conducting the preliminary examination 
in general, knowledge, under the 23 & 24 Vict. o. 12%, :of per- 
sons preparing to enter its articles of clerkship, a special 
general meeting of the society was held to take the same in 
considtration, and Messrs. ‘I’. L. Forster and Radford were 
thereupon recommended, and, pursuant to such recommenda- 
tion, were appointed the local examiners, and have since assisted 
at three’ local examinations held in the Merchants’ Court, 
which, at the instance of the town clerk, has been kindly. 
placed at the disposal of the profession for this purpose. 

Early in the session of Parliament the attention of your 
committee was directed to the measure of land transfer intro- 
duced by the Lord Chancellor and to the conveyancing bills 
of Lords Cranworth, Chelmsford, and St. Leonards. Upon 
these your committee were from time to time in communication 
with the Incorporated Law Society, the Metropolitan and Pro- 
vincial Law Association, and other law societies, and likewise 
with the right hon. ‘IT. E. Headlam, and Mr. Somerset Beau- 
mont, who have attended to every request of the committee 
in forwarding particular papers. Your committee did not deem 
it advisable to present any petition on the subject of these 
several bills. 

The Lord Chancellor's and Lord Cranworth’s bills have 
become law, and arother very important measure “ to confirm 
and sanction dealings under powers of sale by trustees,” has 
also received the sanction of the Legislature. 

The last-mentioned bill originated at Bristol, and had reference 
tothe reservation of mines and minerals, on the sale hy trustees 
of the surface, and was rendered necessary by the decision of the 
Master of the Rolls, in a recent case of Buckley v. Howell, 
wherein he held that under the ordinary power of sale or exchange 
trustees could not sell the surface, reserving the coals or other 
minerals, or, vice versa, sell the minerals without the surface. 
As this decision affected innumerable titles in the west of Eng- 
land as well as in the north, your committee co-operated ‘with 
the Bristol Law pews f in the first instance, and afterwards 
with the Incorporated Law Society, in obtaining a Parliamen- 


tary confirmation of the titles which were considered insecure 
by the exercise of the power of trusteesin this behalf. A peti- 
tion was prepared and sent for presentation to the House of 
Lords, and the bill was passed without opposition, 

‘The attention of your committee was drawn to a measure 
introduced by Mr. Hadfield, M.P., as to the registration and 
search for judgments in the courts of counties palatine. They 
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had communications with Manchester and Durham, and the 
two London societies. The bill was withdrawn. 

The only other measure directly affecting the profession 
that has passed the Legislature is one for the amendment of 
the Bankruptcy Act, which was introduced at a late period of 
the session by the Lord Chancellor, was quickly passed. In 
consequence of other engagements the gentlemen who were 
appointed a deputation to attend the anuual meeting of the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, at Birmingham, 
were unable te attend. 

Your committee have to lament the death of two highly re- 
spected members of the society—Mr. Kell °and Mr. William 
Dunn—out of respect to whom it will be proper to add more 
than a passing notice. Mr. Dunn commenced his professional 
career in the office of the Town Clerk of Newcastle, with 
whom and Mr. Matthew Clayton he was for some years in 
partnership. He had large means, and took a leading part 
in public affairs, was a member of the town council of Newcas- 
tle, a director of the Newcastle and Carlisle Railway, and of 
the gas and insurance companies. In private life and by his 
professional brethren, he was deservedly esteemed for his kind, 
considerate and h able feeling, and he has left an ir- 
reproachable name. He was your president in 1859. To 
the late Mr. Kell this socivty was under many obliga- 
tions. Along with Mr. Seymour he was secretary when it was 
formed in 1826, and so continued till 1830, but was a member 
of the committee for a great many years. He was vice-presi- 
dent and twice president, and he ever manifested a warm in- 
terest in the well-being of the society, and its individual 
members. The silver grace cup of the society was his generous 
gift. He was town-clerk of the borough of Gateshead from 
its incorporation in 1836 to the year 1853, when in consequence 
of a difference between some members of the council and 
himself, he resigned. On this occasion a gratifying mark of 
professional respect was paid to him on an address which was 
signed by almost all the solicitors in Newcastle and Gates- 
head. He was one of the secretaries of the Literary and 
Philosophical Society, and for many years bore the same office 
in the Gateshead Disp y, being at the same time one of 
the house committee of the Newcastle Infirmary. He was 
also a director of the Water Company, and aided many move- 
ments for the advancement of his fellow-citizens. The 
mayor, magistrates, and corporation of Gateshead, with the 
officers and several members of this society, were present at the 
funeral, his death having taken place after a long illness. 

During the past year one new member has been elected, and 
the number is now seventy-nine, and the number of solicitors 
practising in Newcastle and Gateshead, not members of the 
society, is twenty-two. 














OBITUARY. 


THE RIGHT HON. PHILIP CECIL CRAMPTON. 

Mr. P..C. Crampton, formerly one of the judges of the Irish 
Court of Queen’s Bench, died on Monday last of bronchitis, 
at his residence, near Enniskerry, in the 81st year of his age. 
He was called to the Irish bar in 1810, and was subsequently 
professor of law in Trinity College, Dublin. When Earl 
Grey came into office in 1830, Mr. Cramptcn was appointed 
Solicitor-General for Ireland, and was sent to Parliament by 
the close borough of Milborne Port. In 1832 he stood, in 
conjunction with the late Hon. Frederick Ponsonby, as candi- 
date for the Dublin University; but both were signally beaten 
by the present Lord Chief Justice Lefroy and Mr. Recorder 
Shaw. In 1834 Mr. Crampton was appointed a judge in the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, Ireland, by Lord Melbourne, and 
soon after that it was understood that he had become Con- 
servative in his politics, though, of course he had little occasion 
to exercise them. He retired from the Bench on a pension in 
1858. 

Mr. Crampton was avery able scholar and mathematician. 
In early life he became a fellow of Trinity College, Dublin, 
which is one of the most distinguished aud valuable university 
honours in the world. Itis a great object of ambition amongst 
the alumni of Dublin University, and the very few who, after 
years of unremitting labour, attain to it, generally regard it as 
a provision for life and as a compensation for the probation of in- 
cessant and toilsome study which was necessary to gain it, 
Its emoluments, directly or indirectly, are very considerable, 
as a fellow very soon after his election gets into the receipt of 
an income of £500 or £600 a-year, which goes on increasing 
until it is considerably over a thousand, and, in course of time 











a fellow, if he lives, attains seniority sufficient to become a 
member of the board, when we believe the income is over 
£2,000 a-year. ‘The position is, moreover, one that commands 
great respect and influence in Dublin society, so that it hardly 
ever happens—perhaps on an average not once in half a cen- 
tury—that sa fellow voluntarily relinquishes his fellowship, 
except for a valuable college living. Mr. Crampton, however, 
threw up his fellowship and its emoluments for the precarious 
chances of the Bar, and, although the result proved his wisdom, 
the step at the time and long subsequently was considered 
as more courageous than prudent, He was an elegant and 
accurate but not avery impressive speaker; and was generally 
considered as an accomplished lawyer and able judge. 

The Dublin correspondent of the Times writes as follows of 
the deceased judge:— 

“ He was one of the best judges on the Irish Bench—a good 
lawyer, a sound reasoner—painstaking, conscientious, and im- 
partial—having in an eminent degree the judicial faculty 
which enabled him to seize the main points of a case, and to 
state his views with clearness and force. He was very much 
respected by both branches of the legal profession, and by the 
public at large of all denominations, He became a Conssrva- 
tive in his later years, probably in consequence of the violence 
of agitation in Ireland, with whose baneful effects on the peace 
of society he had often to deal in his judicial capacity. But 
he was always moderate in his political sentiments. In reli- 
gion he was Evangelical, but he was remarkably tolerant, 
always advocating tho fullest freedom of conscience, and 
evincing a friendly spirit towards Dissenters. He was so 
deeply impressed with the evils of intemperance in this 
country that he felt great satisfaction in the movement of the 
late Father Mathew, and was himself known for many years 
as the firm supporter of the temperance cause, which he com- 
mended by his own consistent example, He retained his men- 
tal faculties:in full vigour to the last, and it is not many 
months since he published an ably written pamphlet on the 
subject of inspiration, in which he pointed out very clearly 
the danger to faith of the theory of verbal inspiration, 
so generally held by the clergy of the Irish Church. 
He believed that inspiration had to do .only with the 
truths, the thoughts, or ideas conveyed in the 
Scriptures, and not with the exact words employed, which 
might be varied without affecting the meaning; that, in fact, 
the exact words dictated by the Author of revelation could not 
be known with certainty; and that if the principle were to be 
practically valid and available the theory must itclude trans- 
lations of the Scriptures, for beyond these the mass of mankind, 
for. whom the Bible was intended, cannot go. The late Judge 
was induced to publish his thoughts upon this difficult subject 
simply trom his love of truth and his anxiety that the Protes- 
tant laity should understand the true basis of Christianity, and 
not endanger its authority by resting it,in any degree upon un- 
tenable positions. In fine, the deceased was a genuine Chris- 
tian philanthropist, and in all his private relations he was 
kind, just, benevolent, genial, and affectionate. 





GEORGE STEVENS ALLNUTT, ESQ. 


It is our painful duty to record the death of this gentleman, 
which occurred on the 29th ult. He was principally known to 
the profession as the equity editor of the Law Journal reports 
for some years past, and as the author of a little work on the 
practice of wills, and, as his business was principally confined 
to conveyancing and chamber work, he was not as 
known as his eminent merits deserved. Few members of the 
Bar were more highly appreciated by personal acquaintances, 
and his death at the comparatively early age of forty-seven 
will be a shock to all who knew him, He was called to the 
Bar at the Middle Temple, in Michaelmas Term, 1840, 





JOHN LEYCESTER ADOLPHUS, ESQ. 


This gentleman expired at his house in Hyde-park-square 
on the 24th ult., rather unexpectedly, though his health had 
been for some little time unsatisfactory. He was the coad- 
jutor of the late Mr. Barnewall, and afterwards of the late 
Mr. Ellis, for a long series of years in reporting the decisions 
of the Court of Queen’s Bench, and was appointed by Lord 
St. Leonards, when Lord Chancellor, a county’ court judge 
(No. 43, Middlesex), solely from his long standing, high 
sonal character, and merits as a lawyer and reporter. M 
Adolphus, in early life, pnblished a little work to prove b 
internal evidence that the author of “ Waverley ” could 
only Sir Walter Scott. His reasons were characterised 
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remarkable ingenuity and acuteness, and afterwards secured 
from the great novelist a frank admission of their cogency. 
Mr. Adolphus was a man of extreme modesty, of highly re- 
fined and sensitive mind and character, and an admirable scholar. 
As “ Attorney-General of the Northern Cireuit” he surprised 
everyone by his polished and caustic wit and humour, which 
never trespassed beyond tlie bounds of true gentlemanly feel- 
ing. He was also Attorney-General and Q.C. of the county 
palatine of Durham. He led a very laborious life, both as 
law reporter and county court judge, and was universally res- 
pected. Solely from his personal and professional character 
and position he was elected a few years ago a Bencher of the 
Inner Temple. He died without completing the last volume 
of his father's “ History of England during the Reign of 
George III.,” and in his sixty-eighth year. He was called to the 
Bar in the year 1822. Mr. Adolphus was educated at Merchant 
Taylors’ School, from which he was elected, as head monitor, 
to a Fellowship at St. John’s, Oxford, in 1811; Dr. Wynter, 
now president of that college, the second monitor, going up 
with him. At Oxford he was distinguished for his irreproach- 
able life and elegant and scholastic tastes. His abilities soon 
began to display themselves. He carried off the Newdigate 
English Verse Prize in 1814, when the allied Sovereigns 
visited Oxford (the subject was Niobe), and the Chancellor's 
prize for an English essay in 1818 (the subject was Bio- 
graphy). At his degree in 1815, he was placed in the 
second class in Classics, together with Dr. Cotton, the Provost 
of Worcester, Dr. Hinds, the late Bishop of Norwich, and Dr. 
Wynter. In private life Mr. Adolphus was highly respected 
as a good and religious man, without any pretension or display. 
He was a traveller, and published, in 1858, a genial volume of 
“ Letters from Spain.” He was for years a most active and 
useful member of the “Committee of General Literature and 
Education” of the Christian Knowledge Society, and a short 
time ago was restored to his University friends by being ap- 
pointed steward, or legal adviser, to St. John’s College. As a 
speaker, Mr. Adolphus, though not eloquent, was singularly 
epigrammatic and perspicuous, and had the great art of never 
saying too much or of travelling out of the record. Some of 
his speeches at the anniversaries of the Literary Fund were 
very happy. 

A county court judgeship becomes vacant by the death of 
Mr. Adolphus. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INNS. OF COURT EXAMINATION, 
. Hmary Term. 

The examination will commence on Thursday, January the 
8th next, and will be continued on the Friday and Saturday 
following. It will take place in the Benchers’ Reading-room 
of Lincoln’s-inn, and the doors will be closed ten minutes 
after the time appointed for the commencement of the exami- 
nation. The examination by printed questions will be con- 
ducted in the following order:— 

Thursday morning, January the 8th, at half-past nine, on 
Constitutional Law and Legal History; in the afternoon, at 
half-past one, on Equity. 

Friday morning, January the 9th, at half-past nine, on 
Common Law; in the afternoon, at half-past one, on the Law 
of Real Property, &c. 

Saturday morning, Jonuary the 10th, at half-past nine, on 
Jurisprudence and the Civil Law; in the afternoon, at half-past 
one, 8 paper will be given to the students, including questions 
bearing upon all the foregoing subjects of examination, 

The oral examination will be conducted in the same order, 
during the same hours, and on the same subjects, as those 
already marked out for examination by printed questions, 
except that on Saturday afternoon there will be no oral ex- 
amination. 

The Reader on hein | proposes to examine in the following 
books :—* Haynes’s Outlines of Equity ;” “ Smith’s Manual of 
Equity Jurisprudence ;” ‘“ Hunter’s Elementary View of the 
Proceedings in a Suit in Equity,” parts 1 and 2; the cases and 
notes contained in the first volume of “ White & Tudor's 
Leading Cases;” the Act to further amend the Law of Pro- 
perty, and to Relieve Trustees, 22 & 23 Vict, c. 35; the Act 
to further amend the Law of Property, 23 & 24 Vict. c, 38; 
the Act to give to Trustees, Mor! es, and others, certain 
rere now commonly inserted in Settlements, Mortgages, and 

Wills, 23 & 54 Vict. c. 145; the Act to Regulate the Proce- 
dure in the High Court of Chancery, and the Court of Chan- 
cery of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 25 & 26 Vict. c. 42; 





the General Orders of the Court of Chancery of the Ist of 
February, 1861, and of the Sth of February, 1861 (Jurist, 
vol. 7, N. S., part 2, p. 53) ; “ Mitford on Pleadings in the 
Court of Chancery,” intro. chap. 1, secs. 1 and 2 ; chap. 1, sec. 3 
(the first six pages); chap, 2, sec. 1, chap 2, sec, 2, part 1 
(the first three pages); clap. 2, sec, 2, part 2 (the first 
two pages); chap. 2, sec. 2, part 3; chap. 3, 

The Reader on the Law of Real Property, &c., proposes to 
examine in the following books and subjects;—1. “ Joshua 
Williams on the Law of Real Property,” sixth edition; 2. 
“ Estates in Joint-Tenancy and Tenancy in Common;’ Mor- 
ley v. Bird, 3 Ves, 629, and the notes to that case; ‘‘ Tudor's 
Leading Cases in Conveyancing,” pp. 712-731, 3. “ Aliena- 
tion by Deed;” “ Josiah William Smith on Real and Personal 
Property,” part III, tit. XII., chaps. 1, 2, and 3 (second edi- 
tion), pp. 539-734; 4. The Statutes of Limitation, 3 & 
4 Will, 4, cc, 27 and 42, and 6 & 7 Vict. c, 54,and the Notes 
to those Statutes; “ Shelford’s Real Property Statutes (sixth 
edition), pp. 122-296. 5, “Sanders on Uses” (fifth edition), 
by Sanders and Warner, chaps. 1 and 2, pp. 1-276. 

The Reader on Civil Law and Jurisprudence proposes to 
examine in the following books and subjects: — 1. “ Jus- 
tinians’s Institutes,” B. II., with “Notes of Ortolan or 
Sandars” 2, “ Mackeldeii—Systema Romani. Hodie Usitati.” 
“ Pars Specialis,” lib. I. Jus Rerum § 208-326, pp. 237-338 
(edit. Lips, 1847); 3, “Code Civile,” Arts. 516-577, 2,219, 
2,281, 637-710; 4. “ Marne’s Ancient Law,” chap. 8. 

The Reader on Common Law proposes to examine in the 
following books and subjects:—Candidates for a pass certifi- 
cate will be examined in—1. The ordinary course of Prac- 
tice and Pleading in an action. 2. “Broom’s Legal Maxims,” 
third edition, chap. 5; “ Fundamental Legal Principles,” chap. 
9: ‘The Law of Contracts,” chap. 10; “ The Law of Evi- 
dence.” 8. “The Law of Torts,” so far as set forth in 
“Selwyn’s Nisi Prius,” 12th edition, chap. 14, deceit; chap. 
23, imprisonment; chap. 25, libel; chap, 26, malicious prosecu- 
tion; chap. 37, trespass; and chap. 38, trover. 4, The law of 
simple larceny; false pretences and embezzlement, as set forth 
in Arch. Cr. Pl. (last edition), bk. ii., p. 1, ss. 1 (so far as it 
concerns simple larceny), 2 and 3. 





LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Mr.:'T. H. Happan, on Equity, Monday, January 5. 
Mr. W. Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Friday, January 9. 








ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Queen's Bench. 
Hilary Term, 1862. 
(The ckrks names appear in small capitals,’and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 

Atpripuk, JoserH, Jun.—Joseph Aldridge, 27, Montague- 
place, Russell-square; William George Sandys, Liverpool. 

ALLEN, W1LL1aM,—James.Bloore, Tock, Stafford. 

Barnes, JAMES BaTHeE,—Charles James Barnes, Lambourne. 

Batt, BertRaM—John Ayre, Bristol. 

Brat, CHARLES,—Henry Ridley Beal, 19, Bedford-row. 

Beamont, ‘THomas.—William Ansell Day, 18, New Bridge- 
street, Blackfriars; William Reynolds Prideaux, Shorter’s- 
court, Throgmorton-street; Charles Smale, 18, New Bridge- 
street; Blackfriars, 

BiccEnDEN, JoHN ParTunpEN.—John ‘Biggenden, 5, Wal- 
brook, City ; Thomas Edlyne Tomlins, 9, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Brovueu, Tuomas Lawrence.—Josiah Edwin Hinds, New- 
castle-under-Lyne; and Stafford. 

Burr, Gzorcz.—William Burr Keighley, York. 

CHAWNER, RicHarp JoHN.—Edward White, 12 Great Marl- 
borough-street; George Cooper Uttoxeter. 

Couxson, Joun Harpy.—Charles Marfleet Baron Veal, Great 
Grimsby. 

Croty, PetnamM Crinton.—William Tooke, 39, Bedford-row. 

Dave, Joun.—Arundel Rogers, Helston, 

Dawes, W1LL1AM.—Edwin Nathaniel Dawes, Rye, Sussex. 

Dickson, Ricuarp.—Joeeph Briggs Dickson, Preston. 

EGLINTON, James.— Jolin Martin Cooper, Sunderland; 
Richard Walthew, 9, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane; 


and Sunderland. 
Fawcett, Joun.—Joseph Morton Barrett, Leeds, 
Fearon, Francis.—John Moxon Clabon, 21, Great George- 


street, Westnfinster. 


. 
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Fitcs, Witt1am Cuarces.—George Fitch, Southampton, 

FoxweLt, Gzorce FReperick.— John Mott Richardson, 
Much Hadham, Hertford. 

Frampton, Epwarp.— Messrs. Tompson, Pickering, & Co., 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

Gitt, Freperick Wittiam.—Edwin John Pickslay, Wake- 
field and Welchpool; Richard Redfern, Oldham, Lancaster. 

Gorrey, THOMAS.—Thomas Avison, Liverpool, 

Goapman, Tos. Davexrort.—William Beaumont Badnall, 
Leek, Stafford. 

Gray, JamEs.—William Langford, Friday-street, Cheapside. 

Grirrita, Ropert Wittiam. (B.A.)— Alfred Henderson, 
Bristol. 

Grimatpr, Caartes Bravrort.—John Southeuden Burn, 1 
Copthall-court; Cha les Taylor Ware, 1, Copthall-court. 
Happersey, Samurt Turner.—George Robert Foster Had- 

delsey, Caistor, Lincoln; Frederick Jackson Rhodes, Alford. 

Harrison, ALEXANDER, Jun.—Hexry Hawkes, Birmingham. 

HEAtTHCOTE, THORNHILL BRapForD.-—Gerard Coke Meynell, 
Whitehall-place. 

Hvenxs, Joun.—Charles Leadbitter Hughes, Lincoln. 

Irvine, Witt1am Jouy,—Christopher Fairer, Penrith. 

Jounx, James Harttey.—Henry Hartley Fowler, Wolver- 
hampton. 

Joy, ALFRED GrorGe.—John Dangerfield, 26, Craven-street, 
Charing-cross. 

Lane, THEOPHILUS, Jun.—Theophilus Lane, Hereford, 

soe Pm Artuur Hasrines.— William Griffith George, 

ardigan. 

Last, SamvueL JosepH.—Richard Nation, 4, Orchard-street, 
Portman: square. 

LAWRENCE, JOHN GLOVER.—Allan Kaye, Liverpool. 

Lewry, Francis ARTHUR.—Julius Partridge, Birmingham. 

Loqiz, Dante, Witt1am.—William Boyce James. 5, Basing- 
hall-street; Augustus Bradbury, 22, Basinghall-street. 

oe Rosert FRancis.—John Loosemore, Tiverton, 

levon. 

Lownpss, Ropert Baxter.—William Gandy Bateson, Liver- 
pool; Edwin Wilkins Field, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

MANcELL, WaLTER.—William Jones, 9, Lawrence Pountney- 
hill, City. 

MarsHatt, Artuur Epwarp.— Henry John Whitebead, 
Cambridre; Arthur Parsons, Nottingham. 

MarsHatt, WittiaM Henry.— Brooke Turner, 1, Red Lion- 
square; John Jordan, 22, Parliament-street, 

a pate WiLL1aM. — George Masefield, Ledbury, Here- 
ford, 

Mason, James Epenezer.—John Jubilee Spiller, 3, South- 
place, Finsbury. 

Mason, JaMes Earpiey.— John Saxelbye, Hull; James 
Sidney Hargrove, 47, Parliament-street. 

MELLER, RoBert.—Thomas Iveson, Holmfirth. 

Nerrresnir, Joun Triver.-—Henry John Nettleship, Ket- 
tering, Northampton; John Iiiffe, 2, Bedford-row. 

Newsreab, James SHaw.—John Hope Shaw, Leeds. 

Norra, Wituiam, Jun.—William North, Leeds. 

Norra, Cuartes.—Robert William Bennett, Manchester. 

Oxtvsr, Epmunp Warv.—Thomas Oliver, 11, Old Jewry- 
chambers, City. 

Orrer, Ropert Henry.—Robert Lawson Ford, Leeds. 

PaTEY, SAMUEL,—George Martin Frankham, 31, Moorgate- 
street; Geor,e Dawes, 9, Angel-court, Throgmorton street. 

PiunkEtt, WiLL1AM ALFReD.—Joseph Daniel Marsden, 59, 
Friday-street, Cheapside. 

Por, George Goprrey.—William Henry Reece, Birming- 
ham. ‘ 

Pootz, Joun Wasuincron.—William Thearsby Poole, Car- 
narvon. 

Reprern, Joun.— Thomas Parrott, Macclesfield, Chester; 
William Frederick Spinks, 39, Great James-street, Bedford- 
row, 

Ruopes, Lovrs.—Thomas Rhodes, Market-rasen, Lincoln. 

Roserts, Epwarp.—Richard Humphreys, St, Asaph. 

Roserts, Kenneta BuLLEN,—Charles Underwood, 13, Holles- 
street, Cavendish -square. 

Rotuirr, Aubert Hays.—Joln Rollitt, Kingston-upon -Hull. 

Rrxey, THomas.—James Murray Dale, 3, Gray's -inn-square. 

Scorr, Tuomas James.—Jonathan Ward Brunskill, Penrith; 
Thomas Holme Bower, 46, Chancery-lane. 

Suarp, Epmunp.—James Chaldecott Sharp, Southampton. 

SmytH, Witu1am Dovetox.—John Sorrell, 10, Rochester- 

terrace, Westminster; Jno De la Mare, 10, Rochester-terrace, 

Westminster. 





STEPHENSON, GLANVILLE (M.A.)—Edward Simon Stephen- 
son, 7, Great Queen-street, Westminster. 

Stinron, Epwarp.—James George Richards, 18, Margaret- 
street, Cavendish-square. 

SroneHam, Roperr THompson.—George Holmer, 38, Dow- 
gate-hill, Cannon-street, City, 

Strupss, Ropert Lincarp.—Thomas James Stubbs, 46, 
Moorgate-street, City; Robert George Augustus Hilleary, 5, 
Fenchurch-buildings, City. 

Swainson, Joseru, Jun.—Richard Wilson, Kendal, West- 
moreland; William Strickland Cookson, 5, New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

Swann, JosepH Francis —John Stuart, 6, Gray’s-inn- 
square. 

Tuomas, Henry.—Richard Michell Hodge, Truro, Cornwall. 

THomson, Epwarp VaucHan.—Richard Beachcroft, 11, 
King’s-road, Bedford-row. 

Verey, Henry Witt1aM.—Joseph Maynard, 57, Coleman- 
street, City. 

Waeick, Joun Henry.—George John Shaw, 8, Furnival’s- 
inn. 

Wats, Preston James.— Preston Wallis, Bodmin; John 
Bassett Collins, Bodmin; ~George Edward Philbrick, 39, 
Basinghall-street. 

Warrs, Joun Harrison.—William Watts, Dewsbury, York. 

Wesser, James, Jun.—Hanslip Palmer, U 

Wuirevey, Cuaries.—John Shackleton, Leeds. 

Witcox, Freprerick Humx. —James Septimus Robinson, 
Sunderland. 

Witxiiams, Wirt1am Ropert.—William Williams, Corwen. 

Woopcock, Joux.—Thomas Woodcock, Haslingden, Lancas- 
ter; John Holgate, Rochdale, Lancaster. 

Wooprorps, Henry WHALLEY.—Henry Woodforde, Clevedon, 
Somerset. 

Worpswortu, Henry, Jun.—Joseph Greathead, South Sea 
House, City. 

Wricnat, Axtaur.—William Marshall, Biamingham. 

Yerrs, Henry Muskert.—Joseph Muskett Yetts, Temple- 
chambers, Fleet-street. 


Hilary Term, 1863, pursuant to Judges’ Orders, 

Atpuam, Harcourt Hux.tex.—Boys Robert Aldham, King’s 
Lynn, Norfolk. 

BaTcHELor, EDWARD JamMEs.—Joseph Hooley Torr, 18, New 
Bridge-street, Blackfriars, 

Losesy, ARTHUR JoHn,—John Loseby, Leicester; William 
Hunt, 2, Field-court, Gray’s-inn. 

Nicuoison, Joun PEED SmiruH.—George James Nieholson, 
5, Raymond-buildings; Samuel Peed, 5, Raymond-buildings. 

OweEN, OwEN.—William Lucas, Wem. 

Perry, Joun Neate.—Clement Stretten, Leicester. 
Hilary Vacation, 1863, pursuant to 23 & 24 Vict. e, 127. 

BRETHERTON, JoHN Frano1s.—Lawrence P. Rowley, Birm- 
ingham. 

Dae, Ricuarp AvusteN.—R. H. William Bartlett, Wolver- 
hampton. 

Hunton, Jno Rost Erstos.—John G. Thompson, Stockton; 
John Perkins, Great James-street, Bedford-row. 

Payne, Freperick ANDREW.—Thomas Clarke, Tiverton. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES, 


PROJECTED COMPANIES. 
Tur ANGLo-Portucurse Bank (Limirep), 
Capital £1,000,000, in 20,000 shares of £50 each. Solicitors 
—Messrs. Johnston, Farquhar, & Leech, Moorgate-street. 
This bank has been established for providing greater bank- 
ing facilities between this country and Portugal. 
New ZEALAND Trust AND Loan Company. 
Capital £500,000, in 20,000 sharés of £25 each. Solicitors 
“ Freshfields & papas iad ” 

‘his com has been established for the purpose of snp- 
plying to the ecient of New Zealand those advant which 
are already enjoyed by the colonies of Australia Canada, 
by the trust and loan societies now existing. 





A list of the new companies brought forward in 1862, a 
considerable proportion of which failed to raise their 
has tecentiy been published. We insert portion of the list 
this week, and will give the remainder in our next number :— 
Albion Marine, Mortgage, and Insurance. — Capital, 
£1,000,000 
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Alliance Bank of London and Liverpool.—£2,000,000. 

Anglo-Indian Steam Navigation —£50,000. 

Algerian Cotton Land and Irrigation.—£1,000,000. 

Adelphi Hotel.— £150,000. 

Anglo-Danubian Steam and Colliery. —£220,000. 

Aerated Bread.— £500,000. 

Anglo-Indian Cotton.— £500,000, 

Atlantic Telegraph.— £600,000. 

Anglo-Portuguese Bank.—£1,000,000, 

British Columbia Overland Transit.—£500,000. 

Buenos Ayres Great Southern Railway.—£750,000. 

British and Eastern Steam Navigation. —£750,000. 

British Fire Prevention and Insurance.—£500,000. 

British Columbia and Vancouver's Island Banking and Gold 
Company.— £250,000. 

Bristol Port, Railway, and Pier Company —£125,000. 

Bere Charter Mining Company.—£20,000. 

Bantry Bay Slate and Slab Company.—£15,000. 

Bombay Gas,—£250,000. 

Bank of Hindustan, China, and Japan,—£1,000,000. 

Bank of Canada, Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick.— 
£1,000,000. 

Bank of Queensland.—£1,000,000. 

Bank of Buenos Ayres.—£500,000. 

Brighton Hotel.—£75,000. 

Belfast, Holyhead, and Bangor Railway.—£115,000. 

Brandon Walls Lead Mining.—£18,000. 

British Paper Pulp.—£50,000. 

Canadian Native Oil.—£100,000. 

Continental Company for Boatbuilding by Machinery.— 
£50,000. 

Channel Islands Hotel.—£80,000. 

Ceylon Company.—£500,000. 

Cape of Good Hope Telegraph.— £62,000. 

Cork Carpet.—£100,000. 

Chartered Bank of British Columbia ‘and Vancouver's 
Island.— £250,000. 

Compagnie Générale Transatlantique.—£80,000. 

Cape (Eastern Province) Railway.—£1,200,000. 

Charing-cross Hotel.—£160,000. 

Cambrian Consolidated Gold Mines —£15 0,000. 

Clifton Hotel.—£40,000, 

Cape of Good Hope Copper Mining. —£150,000. 

Dagenham Thames Dock.—£300,000, 

Dolfrw y nog Mining.—£20,000. 

Eastern Bengal Tea.—£106,900. 

East India Cotton Agency.—£500,000. 

Ely Merthyr Colliery. —£25,000. 

East Blonfloyd Silver Lead.— £10,000. 

English and Irish Bank.—£%,000,000. 

East Cambrian Gold.—£50,000. 

Fortune Copper Mining Company (West Australia ),— 
£80,000. ‘ 

Flintshire Lead and Zinc.—£150,000. 

Farnborough and Aldershott Freehold Ground-rent So- 
ciety —£75,000. 

Gefle Gas.— £50,000. 

Gilvach Coal.— £30,000. 

Great Copper Lode of Huaycavo.—£200,000. 

General Steam Fuel.—£30,000. 

General Rolling Stock.-—£150,000. 

Glanrheidol Silver Lead.—£12,000. 

General Ventilation and Atmospheric Fire Grate.-£30,000. 

Grays Chalk Quarries.—£50,000. 

Glyn Neath Steam Coal and Iron.—£50,000. 

Greenland,-—£100,000. 





Money Orper Orrices.—On the Ist of January the fol- 
lowing alterations were made — viz.:—England.—1. Money 
order offices will be opencd in London and the suburbs at 
Bridge-road, Battersea, S. W.; East Sheen, S. W.; Fore-street, 
E.C.; Fulham-road, Clifton-terrace, S.W.; Hornsey, N.; Lans- 
downe-road, South Lambeth, S.; Millpond-street, Rotherhithe, 
S.E.; Newland-terrace, Kensington, W.; Potters-bar, N.; 
Rainham, Essex, E. 2. The money-order office known as 
“Mount-street, Lambeth, S.,” will henceforth be designated 
* Lambeth, Southern District-office, S.” 3. Money-order offices. 
will be opened in the country at—Birtley, Durham; Brettell- 
lane, Staffordshire; Dane-hill, Sussex; Gisburn, Yorkshire; 
Great Hadham, Hertfordshire; Haddenham, Buckinghamshire ; 
Heathfield, Sussex; Hyde-park-corner, Yorkshire; Kempsey, 
Worcestershire ;. Kirkby hore, Westmoreland ; Matlock- 
bridge, Derbyshire ; Preston, Sussex; Priors Marston, 
Warwickshire; Rainham, Kent; Ranelagh-place, Lancashire ; 


Rosadale Abbey, Yorkshire; Salthurn-by-the-Sea, Yorkshire; 
Slake-terrace, Durham; Spring-hill, Warwickshire; West 
Aucland, Durham; Worsley, Lancashire. 4. The money- 
order office at Brighton, hitherto known as‘ Belgrave- 
terrace,” will in future be called “Kemp Town.” The 
money-order office now known as Blaydon (county ot 
Durham), will in future be called “ Blaydon-on-Tyne,” 
and the money-order office known as ‘“‘ Higher Bunbury,” 
will in future be called “* Bunbury ” only. Scotland.—5. A 
money: order office will be opened at Portaskaig, Argyle. 
Ireland.—6. Money-order offices will be opened at Bawnboy, 
Cavan; Burton Port, Donegal; Drumlish, Longford; Malin, 
Donegal; Rathmullen, Donegal; Strangford, Down; White 
Abbey, Antrim. 7. The mon2y-order offices at Hilltown 
(Newry), Kiltormer (Ballinasloe), and Lorrha (Roscrea) have 
discontinued.—By command of the Postmaster-General, 
Row .anp Hirt, Secretery. General Post-office, Dec. 27. 


On Christmas Eve the Lord Mayor, in accordance with time- 
honoured custom, sent a donation of materials for a Christmas 
dinner to the inmates of Whitecross-street Prison. The num- 
ber of prisoners incarcerated in this the city prison amounted 
to 78, but, previously to the Bankruptcy Act of 1861, they 
usually numbered about 200. There were only 21 prisoners 
in the debtors’ side of Horsemonger-lane Gaol, and they divided 
among themselves two bequests left to Surrey prisoners for 
Christmas cheer by a Mr. Arthur Mouse and a Mistress Jemima 
Hackett during the last century. The bequest of Mistress 
Hackett is only 138s. 4d. per year, while that left by Mouse 
amounts to but 12s. The Queen’s Bench is absolutely deserted. 
The large bequests left to prisoners was unappropriated this 
Christmas. They are, by the Act of Parliament under which 
the Bench was closed last September placed at the disposal of 
the Lord Chancellor. 


Lord Lyndhurst is now 90 years of age. The eldest judge 
in England is the Right Hon. S. Lushington, aged 80, the 
youngest is Mr. Baron Wilde, 46; the eldest judge in Ireland 
is Chief Justice Lefroy, 86, ihe youngest Mr. Justice Keogh, 
45; the eldest judge in Scotland is the Lord Justice General, 
69, the youngest the Lord Justice Clerk, 52. 





COURT PAPERS, 


! Common Pleas. 
Sittings 0b Nis Prius, in Middlesex and London, before 
the Right H6nourable Sir Witt1am Erte, Knight, Lord 
Chief Justice of Her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas at 
Westminster, in and after Hilary Term, 1863. 


In TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 

Tuesday ...cevccccesere Jan. 13 | Monday........0..+000+0dan. 19 
Wednesday .........++ Jan. 21 | Monday...........sccees Jan. 26 
ArrerR TERM. 

Middlesex. London. 

Monday .....00-eecerseeee Feb. 2 | Friday ....... ++ eetecen Feb. 13 


Tke Court will sit during and after Term at ten o'clock. 

The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in 
Term, if not disposed of on those days, will be tried by ad- 
journment on the days following each of such sitting days. 





Exchequer ot Pleas. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London before the 
Right Honourable Sir Freperick Poxtock, Knight, Lord 
Chief Justice of Her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, in and 
after Hilary Term, 1863. 


In TERM. 

Middlesex. London. 
Ist sitting, Tuesday... Jan. 13 | Ist sitting, Monday... Jan. 19 
2nd ,, Wedunesday,Jan,2l|2od ,, Monday... Jan, 26 
3rd ,, Wednesday, Jan. 28 

A¥rTeR TERM. 

Middlesex. London. 

Monday ...s0000- «0. Feb, 2 | Friday .......ssseeee see Feb, 18 


The Court will sit in and after Term at ten o'clock. 

The Court will sit in Middlesex at Nisi Prius, in Term, by 
adjournment from day to day until the causes entered for the 
respective Middlesex sittings are disposed of. 

Hinary TERM, 1863. 
SITTINGS IN BANCO. 


Monday, Jan. 12.—Motions and peremptory paper. 





Tuesday, Jan. 13.—Errors, peremptory paper and motions. 






‘ 
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Coutt of Chancery. 
SITTINGS.—Hitary Term, 1863, 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


Monday Jan.12.. ADD. mtns. & apps. 


Tuesday’... tns. & appeals, 
Wednesday 14..Appeals. 
Thursday ..15..App. mtns. & apps. 
Friday......16 
Saturday ..17 
onday ....19 > Appeals. 
Tuesday ....20 . 
Tn App. man. & 
ursday ..22..App. mtns. & apps. 
_ Friday......23) ” 
Saturday ..24 
Monday ....26 Appeals. 


We 28 
Thu +29 
Friday......30.. App. ptns. & apps. 


Saturday --31.. App. mtns. & apps. 

Norice.—The days (if any) on which 
the Lord Chancellor shall be en- 
gaged inthe House of Lords are 
excepted. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane. 
Neahen teh .12.. Motions. 
esda: ig 
orwor "hed General paper. 


Sie - Mtns. & gen. papr. 
++++16..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..17 { adj. sums., and 
: general r. 
Monday met sei 
Tuesday ....20 ? General paper. 
Wednesday 21 
Thursday ..22..Mtns. & gen. papr. 
Friday....,.23.,General paper. 


Petns., sht. caus., 
Satardny el 


} ae oe 2G 
uesday ....27 
Wednesday 28 General paper. 


Petns., sht. caus., 
Friday......30{ adj. sums., and 
general paper. 


Saturday ..31..Mtns. & gen. pa. 


N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should. 
be heard; and any causes in-’ 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least one 
clear day before the same can ‘be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 


LORDS JUSTICES, 

P Lincoln's Inn. ‘ 
Monday Jan.12..App.mtns, & apps. 
Tuesday ....13 
Wedne:day 4 Appeals. 

Thursday ..15..App. mtns. & apps. 
Petns. in lunacy, 

Friday......16 { app. ptns, bankt, 
apps, & a 

Saturday ..17 vl 


Monday Fa | Appeals. 
Apps.from the Cty. 
Tuesday ....20 Fg of Lancstr. 


Wednesday. pe a 
Thursday ..22.. ht mtns. & apps. 
. in lanacy, 
Friday......23 oo a. bank., 
apps., & apps. 
Saturday, ..24 . 


Monday 
Tuesday ....27 
Wednesday .23 
Thursday ..29 


Appeals. 


Petitns. in lunacy, 

Friday......30{ app. ptns., bank- 

rupt apps., & apps 

Saturday ...31..App. mtns. & apps. 

Notice.—The days (if any) on which 

the Lords Justices shal} be en- 

gaged in the Full Court, or at the 

Jndieial Commictee of the Privy 
Council, are excepted, 


Thursday, Jan. 15.—Circuits chosen, 
Monday, Jan. 19.—Special paper. 
Wednesday, Jan. 21,—Special paper. 
Saturday, Jan. 24,—Criminal appeals. 
Monday, Jan. 26.—Special paper. 


V. C. Sm R. T. KINDERSLEY. 
Lincoln's Inn. 


Monday Jan. 12 0 ge adj. sums., 


Tuesday .. : 
Wednesday. . 


Thursday ..15 
Friday......16 


Saturday ..17 is 


Monday ....19 
Tuesday .. 
Wednesday .2 


Thursday .. 


General paper. 
yoo adj. sums., 
& gen. 


pa. 

Ptns., adj. sums., 
a paper. 

it. causes, Bdj. 
sums.,& gen. pa. 


pen paper. 


Mtns., adj. sums., 
& & gen. pa. 

, adj. sums., 
& pe pauper. 
Sht. causes, adj. 
sums., & gen. pa. 





Friday......23 


Saturday .. 24] 


Monday ....26 
Tuesday .. im 1 paper 


-, adj. sums., 


t. causes, mtns., 
Saturday mT a sums., & gen. 


pa 

N.B.—Any causes intended to be 

heard as short causes must be so 

marked at least one clear day be- 

fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


V. C, Str JOHN STUART. 
Lincoln's Inn. 
ee OO Jan.12.. Motions. 
uesday ....13 
Wednesday at Causes, &e. 
Thursday sic: Mins. seanane, Be. 
causes, &c, | 


Wednesday. .21 

Thursday ..22..Mtns., canses, &c, 
Friday ....23..Petns., causes, &c. 
> a. .Sht.caus, caus, &e. 


Daneh op thors sana 2 


ire thes ome ees in the 


“cept by order of the 
marked to stand. over, if it shall 
be within 12 of, the last. cause or 
matter inthe printed paper of the 
day for hearing. 
V. C. Siz W. P. WOOD. 
Lincoln’s Inn, 
eng or 
Tuesdy 3 
Wednesday “at General puper. 
Tharsday ..15..Mtns.& gen. pa. 
Friday.. ig gir eae 
ons., sht. causes, 
Saturday ..1T | Sen cea paper 
_— voeeld 


esday. te General paper. 

Wwedneneey. 

Thursday Ot apiaihs Giga. 

Friday. .....23..General paper. 
Petns. sht. causes, 

Saturday ..24 & general paper. 

Monday ....26 


sday ev. 
Wednesday’ zi General paper. 
Tharsday ..29 Pet = 
ns,, sht. causes 
Friday.. +4+-30 i & general paper. t 
Saturday ..31,.Mtns, & gen. pa. 
N.B.—Any causes intended to be 





| 





heard as short causes must be su 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore thesame can be put in the 


2 


caus, caus,&e. | 


Registrar’s Office, 19th Dec., 1862. 
The Lord Chancellor has directed the Registrars not to pass 
any order made ufder the Trustee Act, 1850, the 14 & 15 
Vict. c, 55 (the Trustee Extension Act), or the 25 & 26 Vict. 
c. 53 (Transfer of Land Act), which shall have the effect of a 
conveyance or assignment of any lands, or a transfer of any 
such stock as can only be transferred by stamped deed, until 
the same shall have been duly stamped as required by sect. 13 
of 15 & 16 Vict. c. 55, and sect. 47 of 25 "k 26 Vict 0. 58, 
The Commissioners of Inland Revenue will at any time, 
stamp an order after it is written, and before it is passed by 
he Registrar. Cecit Munro, Registrar, 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
bree grt Dec. 23, at No. 15, Carlton-hill Villas, Camden- 
+» the wife of age Bevan Braithwaite, of Lincoln’s-inn, Bar- 
Tl of as 
BO! N—On Dec. 22, at 24, Argyle-square, the wife of Mr. Robert 
, Solicitor, of a son. 
HADDAN—On Dee. 22, at Highgate, the wife of Thomas Henry Haddan, 
Esq.. of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 
MORRIS—On Dec. 28, at Bellevue, Blackrock, near Dcblin, the wife of 
William O'Connor Morris, Esq., J.P., Barrister- joc ng of @ daughter. 
PATTISON—On Dec. 29, at 18, ndary- -road, St. John's- wood, the wife 
of Henry John hep + ug Solicitor, of a daughter. 
RUSSELL—On Aug. It, at Woburn, Walpukuraw, Hawkes Bays New 
Zealand, the wife of Purvis Russell, Esq., J.P,, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 


BAUER—RUSSELL—On Dec. 21, at Leamington Spa. Dr. Alexander 
Bauer, Professor of Chemistry, Kiirnthnerstrasse, Vienna, to Emily, 


eldest daughtar of William Russell, Esq., Solicitor. 
McLENNAN—McCULLOCH—On Dec. 23, vat St. Margaret’s, Westminster, 
J. Lennan, Esq., Advocate, E , to Mary, daughter of J. R. 


McCulloch, Esq. 
WEBB—HUNT—On Dec. 20, at St. Saviour’s, Paddington, Thomas Ernest 
Webb, Esq., of Maida-vale, to Maria, eldest surviving daughter of the 
late William Hunt, Esq., J.P., of Stamford. No cards sent, 
"DEATHS. 

ADOLPHUS—On Dee. 24, at his residence, 12, Hyde-park-square, W., 
John Leycester Adolphus, Esq., Bencher of the Honourable Society of 
the Inner Temple. ve 

ALLNUTT—On Dec. 29, George Stevens Allnutt, Esq., “ No. 30, Chan- 
cery-lane, and 22, Lansdowne-road, ‘Notting-hill, 

BARTLEET—On Dec. 21, at St. Leonard ns Son Charles Bartlet, t, Esq., 

of Surbiton, Surrey, J. P. for the pean A Worcester. 

Dec. 20, at Ee Ade pry eee ann nator et 
e-21, at 
« Solicitor, and 


HARDING—On . 28, at 2, Sussex poser ais fan Kent ged | 


Rogers Heoting, only a ee Rogers Harding, ‘kee 


. Tister-at-Law, aged 10 m 
KEKEWICH On Dec 21, at Exeter, Kekewich, Esq., for many 
years one of the Weltiges-of. the | 


Colony of the Cape of Good Hope, 


84, 
ee Dec. 28, at aidan. Warwickshire, Joseph Frederick 
Ledsam, Esq., J.P. for the counties of Warwick, Worcester, and Staf- 
ford, aged 71. 
POULTON—On Dec. 23, at No. 1, pgp mdm te Ann, the beloved 
. Soliek eldest daughter of 


wife of Mr. Henry tor, Windsor, and 
the late Mr, Frederick Twinch, bee 29th year. a 
ROBERTSON—On 26, at No. 61, Bea » Mr, 
Robertson, for nearly twenty re a aaa — Messrs, 
Johnston, ane 
READ—On Dec. 20 


a 

sutrti—on Dec. 28, Miriam, wife of Smith, Solicitor, Lei- 
cester, and daughter of the‘ late- Mr: Gobeard, of Panton-street, ‘Hay- 
market. 

WIN [ON—On Dec. 21, Hephzibah Lancella Frances, the beloved wife of 
William de Winton, Esq,, of Ty-maury. Brecknockshire, 
daughter of the late aye Hon. Sir Lancelut Shadwell, Vice- 
of England, 


, ab » near Wi 
an of the late John Offiey Se eabare 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT.THE MART. 
By Mr. Warrrineam. 
Prem SESS ta land, fronting British-street.—Sold from 
per lot. 
Freehold, 28 lots fronting British-street.—Sold from £60 to £58 


Freehoid, 22 lots, fronting British-street:—Sold from £70 to ne 

Freehold, 3 corner “ed and a side frontage 
to British-street—. Sold from to £74 per lot. 

Freehold, 2 lots, fronting British-stfeet.—Sold for £30 each. 


Freehold, a corner Set, Seatg Benes OES ee ee to 
Merchant-street. _ for . 
Frechold, a corner Jot; fronting Bow-road and British-street.—Sold for 
200. 
Freehold, a similar lot.—Sold for £180. 
By Messrs. Coss. 
Freeho'd shop and premises, No. 211, Strand, let at £95 per ann, —Sold 


for £1,910. 

Frechojd public house, No. 339, Strand, known as the “ Red Lion,” let at 
£105 Sold for £2,760. 

Freeh 





paper te be so heard. 


= houses, No. 19, Great Geargerstreet, Westminster, and No, 36 
, King-street, adjoining —Sold for £7,350. 
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By Mr. Marsn. 

The absolute reversion to two seventh parts in the sum of £1,000, moiety 
of a sum of £2,000, Three per Cent. Consoli lated Bank Annuities, pay- 
able on the death of a gentleman, aged 78.—Sold for £160, 

Contingent reversion to the sums of £10,690: 3: 7: Three per Cent. 
Consols, £1,550 Reduced Three per Cent. Bank Annuities, and £1,050 
New Three Cent. Annuities, payable on the death of two ladies aged 
57 and 60.—Sold for £2,125. 

Five £100 shares in the Anchor Reversionary Company (Limited).—Sold 
for £27 per share. 

Five similar. shares.—Sold for £30 per share. 

Five similar shares —Sold for £30 per share. 

A policy of assurance for the sum of £500 in the Norwich Union Fire 
Insurance Society, on the life of a lady aged 76.—Sold for £530. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore st. g in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming aoe same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months 
ne Mary Ann, ‘of the Strand, Spinster, deceased. 16 dividends on 

3 Long Annuities.— Claimed by Rev. Meredith Brown, sole executor. 

Goxpon, ALEXANDER, Major, Boulogne-sur-Mer., Major General Sir 
Erneam Gernisu Strannvs, Knight, of Addiscombe House, Croydon, 
and AnDrEw Hamitton, of Streatham, Surrey, Esq., ull deceased. 
£462 19s. Consols.—Claimed by Rowland Hamilton, Executor of 
Andrew Hamilton. 

Suyru , CHARLES P1azz1, of the Cape of Good Ho} ope, Gent., Capt. WiLLIaM 
Henry Smyta, of the Royal Navy, and Tromas Warincton, of 
Edwards-square, Kensington, Esq. £25:18:11 Reduced Annuities.— 
Claimed by said Charles Piazzi Smyth and William Henry Smyth, the 
survivors. 

PooLe, WILLIAM, .Painswick, Gloucestershire, Gent. £50 Consols.— 
Claimed by Harriett Harris, Spinster, and Amy Harris, Spinster, Exe- 
cutrixes. 





HEIRS AT LAW AND NEXT OF KIN. 


(Advertized in the London Gazette.) 

Baron, Catnerine, of Ciongh-fold-Rawtenstall, Lancaster, Widow. 
Next of Kin. Hargreaves v. Baron. Court of County Palatine of 
Lancaster. 

Smirn, Exviza, of Hinckley, Leicester, wife of Thomas Sinith, of same 
place, formerly Eliza Ellis, of same place, Spinster, Next of Kin, 
Smith v, Ellis, M.R. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 
GMA indings-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Fripar, Dec. 26, 1862. 

Alfreton District Friendly and Provident Society.—Petition for winding- 
up, presented Dec 22, will be heard before Kindersley, V.C., Jan 16. 
Ashby, Clement’s-lane, agent for Siddall & Wilson, Alfreton, Solicitors 
for petitioners. 

Limrrep tn CHANCERY. 
Tuespay, Dec. 30, 1862. 

Rockall Fishing, Fish Oil, and Fish Manure Company ( gg “amas 

tors, on or before Jan ir, to prove their debts before V. C. Wood. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farivar, Dec. 26, 1862. 
Broomhead, Luke, Union-st, Spitalfields, Cutler. 
fields, 
Burlinson, Wm Davie, Sunderland, Civil Engineer. Feb 1. 
deriand. 
Capron, John, Finsbury-sq, Esq. Feb 16. Curtis, Guildford. 
Curtis, Wm, New Brentford, Middix, Corn Dealer, Feb 16. 
Guildford. 
Daniell, John Mortlock, Ramsgate, Dissenting Minister. Feb 26. Rye, 
en-sq. 
Ferguson, Mary, Plumstead. Kent, Widow. Feb17. Benn. 
Geldard, Rbt, York, Esq. Feb 10. Sharp, Old Broad-st. 
Henry, Francis, Lpool, Clothier. Feb 18. Kaye & Weed, Lpool. 
— Wm, Orange-st, Bethnal Green, Gent. Feb6. Donne, Spital- 
elds. 


Feb6. Donne, Spital- 
Kidson, Sun- 


Curtis, 


Lowrey, Barbara, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Widow. Jan 31. Ingledew & 
Daggett, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 
Walter, Stephen, Marden, Kent, Bricklayer. March 1. Tourle, South- 


ampton-bidgs. 

Ward, Henry, Lower Barnes, Surrey, Gent. 
buildings. 

Wyatt, Nancy, Glossop, Innkeeper. Jan 12. Johnson, Stockport. 

Toerspar, Dec. 30, 1862. 

Dickinson, John, Oidbury, Packer. Feb 2. Soars, Birm, 

Gatiliff, Benj, Whitby, Gent. March 31. North & Son, Leeds, 

tlartley. Jas, Wavertree, Gent. Jan 31. Dodge & Wynne, Lpool. 

Harris, Arthur Spencer Douglas, St Stephen's crescent, Paddington, Gent. 
Feb 28. Lee & Co., Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Hinks, Chas, Aston juxta Birm, Gent. Feb 14. Rawlins & Rowley, Birm. 

Inchley, Claypole, Leicester, Cabinet Maker. Feb 28. Toller, Leicester, 

Livesey, John, Leeds, Gent. Marchi. Payne & Co., Leeds. 

= Sarah Anne, Mansfield, Notts, Widow. Jan 10. Jessop, Hudders- 


Feb 25. Schultz, Dyer’s- 


Wi nes eo John, Peterborough, Gent. Feb 2, Rutland, Peterborough. 
Creditors under Estaies in Chaucerp. 


st Dau of Proof. 
Farpar, Dec. 26, 1462. 
Bennett, John, Ipswich, Builder. Jan 24. Bantoftv. Bennett. MR. . 
Burgess, Betsey, Eccles, Lanestr, Widow. Jan 24. Fletcher v. Fletcher. 


V.C, Kindersly, 








Feb 7. Ponting v. Butler. V. C. 
Jan 20. 
Jan 24, In re Page, V. C. S: 


Butler, Jane, Melksham, Wilts, Widow. 
Kindersley. 

Moorhouse, Wm, Skipton, York, Yeoman. 
house. > 

Page, Wm Palmer, Birm. 

Paine, Esther, Chartham, Kent, Widow. Jan 22. Paine v. Grant. M.R. 

Pitcher, Montague Wm, formerly of Hanover-sq, Middix. afterwards of 
Canton, and late of Melbourne, Esq. July 24. Sotheby v. Pitcher. 


V.C. Wood ‘ 
R be, Jas, Blagdon, Somerset, Gent. Feb 2, Fisher v. Young. V. C. 
Feb 7. 


Moorhouse v. Moor- 





Stuart. 
Symonds, Thos. Norton Folgate, Carcase Butcher. 

Symonds, V. C. Kindersley. 

(County Palatine of Lancaster.) 

Baron, Catherine, Clough-fold-Rawtenstall, Lancsit, Widow. Jan 14, 

Hargreaves v. Baron. Registrar's Office, Preston. 

TuEsvaY, Dec 30, 1862. 

ornare Thos, Kingston-uson-Hull, Merchant. Jan 19, Courtois ». Stears, 


Assignments for Benekt of Creditors. 
Friary, Dec. 26, 1862. 
Evans, John, Brockhursf, Salop, Farmer. Novy 27. Barker, Wem. 


Symonds v. 


Tomlinson, Jos, Brighton, Berlin Wool Dealer. Dec 9. West & King, 
Charlotte-row. 
Tuespay, Dec. 30, 1862. 
Fenn, Wm Rbt, Sunbury, Middix, Grocer. Dec 13. Farnell & Briggs 


Isleworth. 
Siviter, Sam!, & Edw Fisher, Birm, Iron and Tin Plate Workers. Dec 1. 
Richards & Saunders, Birm. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Gankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripay, Dec. 26, 1862. 
Bennet, Jas Irving Stevenson, Wrexham, Book-keeper. Dec 23. 
Reg Dec 24. 
Blake, Thos Trevillon, Dymchureh, Kent, Farmer. 
Reg Dec 23. 
Bowbeer, John, Bristol, Oil and Colourman. Nov 26. Conv. Reg Dec 23. 
Buss, Wm, Upper Thames st, Provision Merchant. Dec 3. Ass, Reg Dec 24. 
Cragg, Jas, Blackpool, Innkeeper. Nov 29. Assnmnt. mn Dee 24. 
Dodd, Wm, Manc, Draper. Nov 27,. Assnmnt. Reg Dec 2 
Godfrey, Wm Wiggins, Whisken-st, Middix, Gold Chain Maker. Dec 13, 
Conv. Reg Dec 
Griffiths, Edwin, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Decl. Conv, Reg Dec 24, 
Hanson, John Wm, Huddersfield, Merchant. Dec 4. Conv. Reg Dec 24. 
Harland, Wm Binnington, Holme-on-the-Wolds, York, Farmer. Dec 1, 


Conve 
Nov 25. Comp. 


Conv. Reg Dec 23. 
Haymes, Hy, Teignmouth, Saddler. Nov 26. Comp. ae Dec 22, 
Heatley, John, Lpool, Grocer. Dec6. Conv. Reg Dec 2 


Nov 27. Cony. Rex Dec 24, 


Hood, Thos, Middlesbrough, Builder. 
Nov 26. Ass. Reg 


Ince, Jas, Ashton-within-Mackerfield, Shoemaker. 
Dee 24 


James, Wm, Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Inn Keeper. Dec 22. Comp. Reg 
Dec 24. 
Johnson, John. Manch, Carver and Gilder. Dec 5, Asst. Reg Dec 26. 


Marshall, Hy, Nottingham, Dealer in Paper Hangings. Dec 10. Asst. 


Reg Dee 24. 

Messer, Rbt, Lpool, Dra Nov 27. Assnmnt. Reg Dec 24, 

Nichols, Geo, Reigate, mith, Nov 28. Comp. Reg Dec 24. 

Potter, Bristow, Lamb’s Conduit-st, Bootmaker. Dec2. Cony. Reg Dec 24. 

Sallitt, Wm Jos, Bradford, Worsted Spinner. Nov 28. Conv. Reg Dec 23, 

Street, Jas, St Peter, Bristol, Confectioner. Dec 6. Conv. Reg Dec 24. 

Tyzack, Thos, sen, Philip Tyzack, Geo Tyzack, & “ad Tyzack, Sheffield, 
Saw Manufacturers. Dec 3. Asst. phen a 


Torspay, Dec 30,1 


Baird, Wm, Newtoun, Montgomery, Chief Camteble, Dec 16. Asst. 
Reg Dec 26. 
Carter, John, Luton, Straw Plait Dealer. Dec 2. Asst. Reg Dec 27. 


Davies, John Mark, Hoxton Old Town, Woollen Draper. Dec 12. Asst. 


Reg Dec 29. 
Fallow, Alexander, Manch, Draper. Dec 6, Asst. Reg Dec 27. 
Dec 16. Assnmnt. Reg Dee 27. 


Holden, Mary, Manch, Innkeeper. 


Horsman, Thos Wood, jun., Leeds, Mungo Dealer. Dec 5. Conv. Reg 
Dec 29. t 
Jinks, Geo Wm, Preston, Hosier. Dec 3. Assnmnt. Reg Dee 26. 


Kenyon, Wm, & Wm Burscough, New Accrington, Lancstr, Cotton Manu- 
facturers. Dec 3. Assnmnt. Reg Dec 26. 

Knight, Joshua Geo, Birm, Watchmaker. Nov 29. Comp. Reg Dec 27. 

Marsh, Saml, Harrow-rd, Brentford, and Notting-hill. Nov 29, Asst. 
Reg Dec 26. 

Mawson, John, Bradford, Cloth Manufacturer. Nov 27. Conv. Reg Dec 23. 

Merchant, Wm, Luton, Baker. Nov 28. Conv. Reg Dec 26, 

Pearce, John Taylor, Plymouth, Draper. Nov 28. Asst. Reg Dec 24. 

Pearce, Saml, jun, Lpool, Ship Broker. Dec 23. Assnmnt. Reg Dec 29. 


Preston, Wm, & Sami Smith, Beeston, near Leeds, Corn Millers. Dec 10. 
Conv. Reg Dec 27. 
Shaw, Thos, Oldham, Beerseller. Dec 3. Assnmnt. Reg Dec 26. 


Turlie, Chas, Milk-st, London, Warehouseman. Dec 13. Ass. Oded 26. 
Turner, Thos, Leeds, Surgeon. Dec 20. Conv. Reg Dec 30, 
Walder, John, & Jas Walder, Newick, Sussex, Farmers. Dec 1. 

Reg Dec 29. 
Wray, Chas, Newport, Isle of Wight, Draper. Dec 3, Ass. Reg Dec 29. 
Wyliie, ag Crutched Friars, Commission Agent. Decl. Asst. Reg 


Dec 26. 
Gankrupts. 
Faiway, Dec 26, 1862. 
‘To Surrender in London. 
Blaithwaite, Jno Walker, Chipping Norton, Schoolmaster. Dee 18. Jan 
W2atll. Aldridge & Bromley. 
Bourn, Chas, Dunstable, Ironmemzer. PetDec22. Jan9at12. Maples, 
& Co, Frederick-p!, London. for Benning, Dunstable. 

Davey, George, Low Leyton, Essex, Victualler. Pet Dec 22. Jan 7 at 
2.30. Wells, Colemanest. 

Day, Jno, jan, Abbey-wood, Kent, Labourer. Pet Doc 24, Jan 13 at 12, 
Bartley, Bartletts-buildings, 


Asst. 
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Deacon, Thos, Leighton Buzzard, Livery Stable Keeper. Pet Dec 24. 
Jan 13 at 12. Clarke, Stanley-pl. Paddington-green. 
Evans, Thos, Canonbury-park-sq, Middx, Builder. Dec 17. Jan 9at 11. 


Aldridge. 
Fildew, Hy, Brook-st, Euston-rd, Coach Builder. Pet Dec 23. Jan 12 at 
ll, Peverley, Coleman-st. 
Harris, rs ad Levoi, (and not Montague Levoi Herris, as formerly 
advertised 
— poe Charles-st, Hackney-rd, Boot Maker. Pet Dec 20. Jan 12 
t il. 


Chas, Brick idne Splssitelts, Boot Maker. Pet Dec’2, Jen Gat 

pe, - er. . Jan 
Clifton-st , Finsbury 

Konway, ho rouch End, Middx, Cameinien Agent. Pet Dec 20 (for 

pau.) Jan i at3. Aldridge. 


Loftus, aad og! Norwood, ie Agent. Pet Dec 22. 
Jan 7 at 2.30, New Bin tag 

Martin, Thos, BisckRtat inode Pet Dec 20. Jan 6 at3, Peverley, 
Coleman-st. 

Merrett, Augustus Geo, Leadenhall-st, M D. Pet Dec 22. Jan 6 at 2. Wood, 
Caches attinenh. 

Moseley, Jno, Paddock-wood, Kent, Journeyman Baker. Pet Dee 23. 
Jan 13 at 11. Peverley, , Coleman-st. 

Palmer, Edw Rehd * Yorker, aa ged ke. Pet Dec 20. Jan6 
at 12. Boulton & Son, Northam 


Parsons, Perceval Moses, Arthur-st West London, Civil- Engineer. Pet 
Dec 23. Jan 12at il. Jenkinson & Co, Clements-lane. 

Reeves, Wm, Dunton-green, Kent, Dealer in Artificial Manures. Dec 19. 
Jan 13atll. Aldridge & Bromley. 

Roberts, Robert, Eltham, Chemin’ ‘Assistant, Pet Dec 24. Jan9 at 11. 
Preston, Austin-Friars. 

Rothenheim, Sigmund, Chiswell-st , Middx, General Merchant. Dec 17. 
JanQ9atil. Aldridge. 

Sammann, Chas, Wandsworth-rd, Surrey. Bread and Biscuit Baker. Pet 
Dec Jan 13 at 11, Philby, Fenchurch-bidngs. 

Selmnitz, Hugo Von. Bowling-green-st, Somshangtens out of business. Pet 
Dec 22. Jan 13 at ll. Jones, New-inn. 

Smith, Jno Ryland, Fenchurch-st, Comenen Agent. Pet Dec 23. Jan 
13 at ll. Mason & Co, G 

Steff, Alf, South Lopham, Norfolk, “Ser. a Dec 15, Jan 9 at 12. 
Walter & Moojcn, Soutbampton-st, Bloomsb: 

Stockbridge. Wm Jas, Gt Marlow, Tailor. Pet Dec 23, Jan 13 at 11. Tre- 
herne & Wolferstan, Gresham-st. 

Thompson, Jas, St. Ann’ had rd, dol End, out of employ, Pet Dec19. Jan 


6at2. Peverley, 

Webb, Geo Samal, Little Chap aie, Soho, Victualler. Pet Dec 22. Jan 9 
at 12. Hare, Old Jewry-chmbrs. 

Wengert, Geo, High-st, ag Baker. Pet Dec 24. Jan 12 at 11. 
Fisher, Camberwell New 


To sauce in the Country. 
Ambler, Wm, Manc, Attorney and Solicitor. Pet Dec 24. Manc, Jan 194 
li. Swan, Manch. 
Bailey, Abraham, Leek, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Dec 22. Leek, Jan 8 at 11, 
Redfern, le 
Baker, Wm, Birm, out of business. Pet Dec 22. Birm,Jan 5 at 10. Foster, 


Birm 
Barraclough, Wm Hanscn, Bradford, Engraver. Bradford, Dec 15. Jan 20 at 
0.30. Mason, York. 
Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 17, Bristol, Jan 9 


Ni Newport, 
at Il. Blakey, Newport. 
— Jno, pry toy Dealer. Pet Dec 24. Bolton, Jan 8 at 10.-Ger- 
Bond, Jonah, Chester, aerator, Pet Dec 22. Liverpool, Jan 5 at 12.30, 
Lendon, Chester. 
Broadhurst, Philip Hy, bee swan posensiint Pet Dec 23. Sheffield, Jan 
Bash, Jas, Hereford, Plumber. "Pet Dec 19. Hereford, Jan 12 at 11. Gar- 
rold, Hereford. 
Pet Dec 23. Bristol,Jan9at1ll. Brittan 
Clarkson, Jos. Horwich. Lancaster, Builder. 
at ll. G. & R. W. Marsiand, M 
Pet Dec 23, —— 
Jan 14 at 1. Bladon, Gainsboroug 
Crick, Jno, Sunderland, Master Mariner. Pet Dec 17 (for pan). Durham; 
Davies, Jno Hy,’ Choriton-upon. Medioek, Draughtsman, Pet Dec 23. 
Manch, Jan 26 at 9.30. Eltoft M 
Davies, Thos Luffman, Co 
Dec 22. Birm. Jan 23 at 12. James & ‘ht, Birm 
et Dec 19. Peterborough, 
Jan 10 at 10. Rutland, Peterborough . 
Hanson, Fond Birm, out of business. Pet Dec 23. Birm, Jan 5 at 10. 
Bridgwater, Jan 14 at 10. Reed, Bridgwater 
Harper, Sami browne, Lpool, Newspaper Proprietor. Pet Dec 23, Lpool, 
Holmes, Jno. Halifax, out of business. Pet Dec 23. Halifax, Jan 23 at 
10, Ingram & 
ul. bg aah snl 
Horsefield, W jp pe eg Ironfounder, Pet Dec 22. Nottingham, 
Jan 14 at It. 


Acres-fi 
10 at 10. Smith & Burdekin, $! 
Bussell, Jno, Bristol, Builder. 
& Son, Bristol. 
Pet Dec 18. Manch, Jan 21 
lanch. 
Clover, Geo, Haxey, Lincoln, how meer gi 
Jan 9 at 12: Thompson & Lisle, 
ventry-rd, e Warwick, Commission Agent. Pet 
Green, Wm, Millfield, Peterborough, Baker. 
East, 
Haravidge Michael, Huntspiil, Somerset, foopienper. Pet Dec 23. 
Jan 8 at 12. Yates, 
Baines, Halifax. 
Hopwood, Jno, : tame Draper. Dec 18. Mane, Jan 20 at 
Hughes, Hinde aan urch, Hereford, Farmer, Pet Dec 19. Hereford, 


Jan 12. at I. Hereford. 

Hunt, Sami, np ts Lancaster. Timber Merchant. Pet Dec 24. 
Mane, Jan 16 at ll. Smith, Stockport. 

Jackson, Jno, Addingham, near Skipton, Butcher, Pet Dec 28. Leeds, 


Jan l2atil. Granger, Leeds. 
Jemma Jno, Birm, out of business. Pet Dec 23. Birm, Jan 5 at 10. 


ae ~~ Birm, Journeyman Jeweller. Pet Dec 23. Birm, Jan 5 at 


Kirk nd ho Kirkdale, near Dec 19. yy Jan 8 at 12. 
ae . Pet Dec 22. Nottingham, J 
ey t “4 








Lewis, Thos, Weig, near Swansea, Colliery Viewer. Pet Dec 23. Swan- 
sea, Jan 7 at 3. Morris, Swansea. 

Lomas, Jos, Cheetham, Salford, Warehouseman. Pet Dec 23. Salford, 
Jan 10 at 10. Swan. Manc. 

Se eee Pet Dee 32. Birm, Jan 5 at 12. 


Meanock, Rbt, Rochdale, arg Pet Dec 23. Manc, Jan 20 at 12. 
J. & H. Standring, 
Oakley, Jas, Derby, Striker. Pet Dec 17. Derby, Jan 14 at 12. Leech, 


Derby. 
Oswald, Edw, Stoke-upon-Trent, Comm Agent. Pet Dec 22. Birm, Jan 
7 at ia. Ghalimer, Hanley, and Hodgson & Allen, Birm. 
Owens, Jno, Mold, Saddler. Pet Dec 22. Lpool, Jan5 at 12. Roper & 
See, Sank, ne Coen Se, Teed. 
Parker. Wm, Higham, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet Dec 19. Haslingden, Jan 
27 at 12. Backhouse & Whittam, Burnley, 
mye Watchett, Somerset, out of business. Pet Deo 22. 
Jan7at 10. White, 

Potter, Geo, iaony Sesites, Syne: Pet Dec 28. Newport Pagnel, Jan 
9at2. White, Northampton 
‘ » Geo, Fisherton Anger, Wilts, Tobacconist. Dec 20. Salisbury, 
lan 21 at 1. 
Reid, Jno, Manc, Comm Agent. Pet Dec 23, Manc,Jan 12 at11. Hall, 
Richards, Geo, Caatitn-praat, Eoviom, 220: antes Pet Dec23. 
Hastings, Jan 8 at 11. Meadows, Hastings. 

David, Brecknock, Farmer. Peb Dec 24. Brecknock, 
Jan 8 at 12. Bishop, Brecknock. 
Regence, Ung, Metter, Fath ing Movie. Pet Dec 24. Leeds, Jan 8 at 

Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 


» Geo Patrick, Lpool, Builder. Pet Dec 22. Lpool, Jan 7 at il. 


penta 

Schofield, Da vid, Rochdale, Woollen Manufacturer, Pet Dec 18. Manc, 
Jan 16 at 12. ‘J. & H. Standring, 

Scott, Jno out of business, Pet Dec 23, Chesterfield, Jan 
13 at Ll. hag 2 Chesterfield. 

nat Haigh, Hed parvvame oe Nama Pet Dec 6. Huddersfield, Jan 15 
at 

Smith, Row coun Waervan: or, Hamiawerth, Sisdbed, emma. Pet Noy 


21. Birm. Jan 5 at 10. 


Smith, Wm, Stok Pia nal Pet = Stoke- 
m, e-upon- upon- 
Trent, Jan 10 at 1. Newcastle-under-L, 


Staton, Jas Taylor, Bolton le Moors, Letter Press Printer. Pet Dec 23, 
Suttill, Jno Oates, Manc, out of business. Pet Dec 23. Mane, Jan 26 at 
9.30. Eltoft, Manc. 
Taylor, Rehd, Birm, out of business. Pet Dec 23. Birm, Jan 7 at 12. 
Parry, Birm. 
Thorne, Thos, Handswort: 
Jan 5 at-10. Southall & Nelson 
Pet Dec 16, Exeter, dan 16 at 12. 
Launceston, and Pitts, E 
Vintaer, bP ag eae Mill Furnisher. Dec 18. Lpool,Jan 8 at 12. 
Whitfield, Geo, Manc, out of business. Pet Dec 24. Salford, Jan 10 at 10, 
Rawlinson, Manc. 
Pet Dec 23, Manc, Jan 21 at 11. Gard- 
ner, Macclesfield. 
tingham, Jan 28at 11. 
Woodyat, Hy, Hereford, Beer Seller. Pet Dee 22. Hereford, Jan 12 at 


Manc, Jan 12 at 12. Higson & 
» 
> Agent. Pet Dec 22. Birm, 

— Jno, Lifton, Devon, Farmer. 1 

Turner, Lpool. 
Wood, Thos, Wigan, Cooper. 
Woodward, Geo San, Nottingham, Potato Dealer. Pet Dec 24. Not- 

Briggs, Notti 


lj. Garrold, Hereford. 
Wright, Rehd, Barrow-upon-Soar, Leicester, Farmer. Pet Dec 23, Not- 
tingham, Jan l4atil, Miles & Co, Leicester. 
TuespaY, Dec. 30 1862. 
To Surrender in London. 
Bristow, Geo, Duke-st, Tooley-st, out of business. Pet Dec 26. Jan 13 
at 12. Catehpole, Gt Tower-st. 
Bulley, Ashbu m Hy, Southampton, Artist. Pet Dec 24. Jan 12 at 
11.30. Warrand, Coase. 
Dixon, Geo, Ball's Pond-rd, rn Pet Dec 23. Jan 13 


Fringe 
at 12. De Jersey & Micklem, Gresham-st Wi 
England, Revaceee. South Lambeth-pl, Plumber. Pet Dec 26. Jan 13 
codidg Cox & Sise-lane. 
jas, Salisbury-st, wn ee Pet Dee 27. 
Jar ib et 18. Hare, Old 


Hawksley, Archibald Ped il sell Douglas, -green. Pet Dec 23. 
Jan 13 at 12. Lawrence & Co., Old J bers. 
—: Rbt, py pape be: —* Blackfriars, Printer. Pet 
Dec 27. Jan iS ati. t & Bonner, Fi 


enchureh-st. 
Parsons, Geo, Winchester, vy hosver: Dec 18. Jan 13 at 12. Aldridge. 
Porter, Hy, Soham, Corn Merchant, Pet Dec 27. Jan 'Satl2. Haw- 
kins & Co , New Boswell-ct. 
Renaud, John York-pl, —— aaite Commission Agent, Pet Dec 24. 
Jan9 ati. Tomlin, Condui: 
Ritchie, Colin, Charlotte-st, Phmntico, Attorney’s Clerk, Pet Dec 22. Jan 
13 at 12. Orchard, John-st, Bedtord-row 
Rawlings, Sami Bagley. Oakham, Rutland, Miller. and Oct 16. Jan 13 
at 12. Underhill & Field, New-inn, London, and 
ee tes Lower. Norwood, Carpenter. Pet De Jan 12 at 


Jewry. 
Tosurrender in the Country. 
Abell, Thos Hy, Okehampton, Grocer. Pet Dec8. Exeter, Jan l6at 1. 
Kelly, Plymaath, and Hirtzel, gg 
Adams, Wm, St. Malster. 


fam, Wen, Chad, Salop, a ae, 
saci tenance te ei 

Demee, - Thee, Rengeeted, Seesaw: Pet Dec 23, Hungerford, Jan 
Berry, Jno, Oldham, Ironmonger. Pet Dec 24. Manch, Jan 93 at 11. 


y. Oldham, and Partington, Manch. 
Brereton, Geo, Wolstanton, Stafford,” Bricksetter. Pet Dec 24. Hanley, 
Jan 10 at 12, Sutton, Burslem. 
Daten Feel SOS Gun Smith. Pet Dec 23. Stourbridge, Feb 2 at 


Parry, Birm. 
Pn eo Wm, Littleham, Devon, Horse . Pet Dee ® Exeter, 
’ 





dan 16 at 12, Rooker, Bideford, and Terrell, 
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Dinnis, Jno, Brighton, Victualler. Pet Dec 22. Brighton, Jan 14 at 11. 
Goodman, Brighton. 

Edwards, Price Jno, & Jno Wilson Edwards, Wigan, Coach Builders. Pet 
Dec 26. Manch, Jan 22 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Fryer, Wm Holland, Little Piumstead, Norfolk, Carpenter. Pet Dec 27. 
Norwich, Jan 12 at 11. Sadd, Norwich. 

Garner, Wm, Lpool, Victualler. Pet Dec 23. Lpool, Jan 9at 11. Hus- 
band. Lpool. 

Gill, Francis, Tutbury, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 26. Birm, Jan 12 at 12. Flint, 
Uttoxeter, and James & Knight, Birm. 5 

Hibberd, Thos, Sheffield, Horn Cutter. Pet Dec 15. Sheffield, Jan 10 at 


Jan7 at 12, 


Barnsley, 


Hungerford, Pet Dec 


Oldbury, Jan 12 at 


Horn, Cornelius, Dunstable, Plait Dealer. Pet Dec 23, Luton, Jan 10 at 12. 
Spirit Merchants. Pet Dec 27. Lpool,Jan 14 at 11. Copeman. 
Matthews, Jas, Tredegar, Publican. Pet Dec 26. Bristol, Jan 9 at 11. 
10.80. Hutchinson, Bradford. 
Pattinson, Wm, Stanwix, Cumberland, Ship Owner. Pet Dec 27. New- 
Peters, Jas. Nobeston Wathan, Pembroke, Innkeeper. 
Pet Dec 24. Worthing, 
Jan 12 at 11. Goodman, Brighton. 
Seymour, Thos, Eastgarston, Berks, Labourer. 
Bristol, Jan 9 at 11. Clifton, Bristol. 
Snowbal!, Wm, Leeds, Tailor. Dec 15. Leeds, Jan 14 at 12. 
Farn- 
Tyler, Geo, Worcester, Butcher. Pet Dec 1}. Worcester. Jan 8 at 11. 
at 12. Gordon, Shrewsbury, and Hodgson & Allen. Birm. 


10. Parker and Son, Sheffield. 

Shepherd, Luton, y 
Jersey, Chas Carey de, and Rafael Hidalgo de Oyarzabal, Lpool, Wine and 
Leech, Thos, Mobberley, Chester, Farmer. Pet Dec 22, Altrincham, Jan 

19 at 1. Foulkes, Manch. 

Shepard. Tredegar, and Henderson, Bristol. 

Mitchell, Jno, Bradford, Labourer. Pet Dec 23. Bradford, Jan 20 at 
Oxtoby, Thos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Builder. Pet Dec 10. 

Reed, Hull. 

castle-upon-Tyne, Jan 15 at 1. Bendle, Carlisle, and Hoyle, Newcas- 

tle-upon-Tyne. 

Pet Dec 27. Nar- 
berth, Jan 26 at 1. James, Haverfordwest. 
Petherick, Thos Geo, Worthing, Job Master. 
Sanderson, Wm, Darfield, York, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 24. 

Jan 22 at2. Barratt, Wakefield. 

23. Hnngerford, Jan 10 at12. Cave, Newbury. 

Smith, Thos, Weston-super-Mare, Attorney and Solicitor. Pet Dec 24. 
Smith, Wm, Westhromwich, Brewer. Pet Dec 22. 

10. Shakespeare, Oldbury. 

Stovold, Hy Thos, Runfold, Surrey, out of business, Pet Dec 22. 

ham, Jan9 at 12. White, Guildford. 

Wilson, Worcester. 

Wale, Saml. Allbrighton, Salop, Beerseller. Pet Dec 26. Birm, Jan 12 
Williamson, Jno, Ulverston, Lime Burner. Dec 18. Ulverston, Jan 26 at 


Wilson, Rehd C., Lpool, Leather Dealer. Pet Dec 20. Lpool, Jan 9 at 11. 
Wilson, Lpoo!. ~ 
Wilson, Steward, Dalston, Cumberland, Grocer. 
Jan 20 at 11.30. Donald, Carlisle. 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, Dec. 30, 1862. 
Goodier, Jas, Birkenhead, Baker. Dec 9. 


BANKRUPTCIES IN IRELAND. 


Armstrong, Jas, Castlebar, Dublin, Hotel Keeper. 
6 and 30. ° 

es eae Londonderry, Pianoforte Dealer, To Surrender on Jan 6 
and 20. 


Pet Dec 22. Carlisle, 





To Surrender on Jan 


Hayden, Bernard, Carlow. Grocer. To surrender on Jan 6 and 23. 
Keys, John Johnston, Lowtherstown, Fermanagh, Grooer. Tc surrender 
on Jan 9 and 23. 


O'Reilly. Edw, Dublin, Builder. To Surrender on Jan 6 and 20. 








HE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPORTER (Established 1852—Published every Saturday) 
Contains a well-digested Summary of the Legal News of the Week ; Ar- 
ticles on Topics affecting the interests of the Profession; Observations on 
Leading Decisions and Points of Practice in Equity and Commo. Law; 
Proceedings of Professional Societies; Business of the Courts; Gazettes; 
Statutes; Results of Sales of Estates, &c.; also the Cases decided in all 
the Courts of Law and Equity, Probate, Ecclesiastical, Bankruptcy, and 
Admiralty. Each number contains, when practicable, the Cases decided 

up to and inclusive of the previous Wedpesday. 

These publications have now obtained a well-established reputation, and 
none have hitherto been offered to the Legal Profession of this country 
containing so much valuable information at so moderate a price. 

The Reports are conducted by the folowing gentlemen, members of the 
Bar, many of whom have been connected with the publications almos 
from the commencement :— ‘ 

Editors: J. Napier Higgins, Martin Ware, and Standish G. Grady. Re- 
porters: Charles Henry Hopwood, W. Gurney, John H, Fordham, R. J. 
Cust, E. Charles, Oliver Round, John Edwards, F. G. A, Williams 
E. Bullock, H. C. Marindin, John Rees, H. R. M. Jones, W. F. Finlason, 
0. B, C. Harrison, R. Searle, J. C. Brough, and T. H. Tristram, D.C.L., 
Advocate. 

The SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL can be subscribed for without the 
Weekly Reporter. 

The WEEKLY REPORTER, an edition printed on superior paper, with 
covers, is issued separately. 

ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTIONS. 

SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL and WEEKLY REPORTER, £2 12s., includ- 
ing double numbers and indexes, post free, when paid in advance. 
Single numbers, Is. 

SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s.; by post 28s., when paid in advance. 
Single numbers. 6d. 

WEEKLY REPORTER only, £2 12s., post free, when paid in advance. 
Single numbers, 1s. 

Office, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 
EDWARD J, MILLIKEN, Publisher. 








[7840 Sm LIFE POLICIES. 


For REPORTS of DISPUTED LIFE ASSURANCE CASES (Scottish and 
English) in the Court of Queen’s Bench, see the Zimes of the 15th, 16th, 
17th, and 18th inst. 

“ The only mode by which security can be obtained must lie in Assur- 
ance Offices holding themselves procluded from raising any future ques- 
tion.” —Times. 

THE INDISPUTABLE LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY is the ONLY 
COMPANY who issue Policies which proclude the Company from raising 
any future question. 

EpInBurGu : 13, Queen-street, ALEX. Ropertson, Manager. 
Lonpon ; 54, Chancery-lane, James Bennett, Secretary. 


AGENTS FOR THE GOVERNMENT FOR THE PURCHASE OF ENDOWMENTS 
Asnuities, &c. 


HE CONSTITUTIONAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY (Enrolled by Act of Parliament). 
Reserved Guarantee Fund, £100,000, in 100,000 shares of £1 each. 
Deposit, 2s. 6d. per share. 
Chief Office— 

25, Upper Eaton Street, Grosvenor Piace, Lonpon, 8.W. 

Agents wanted on Salary and Commission. Apply to— 
Mr. EDWARD WEMYSS, Secretary. 
TO SOLICITORS IN TOWN OR COUNTRY desirous of extending their 
Practice, having Money Clients. 





FIRM having an opportunity of Introducing First 


Class Business and bona fide Securities are desirous of entering 


inio a mutnal arragement. 
Letters addressed to Messrs. FELLINGHAM & CO., Parliamentary 
Agents, 25, Upper Eaton-street, Grosvenor-place, 8.W, 





MHE MUTUAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
(A.D. 1834), 39, King-street, Cheapside, E,C., London, 
Capital on July 1, 1862, from Premiums alone, £421,429, 
Income upwards of £72,000. Assurances, £1 ,667,380. 
Bonuses average more than 2} per cent. per annum on sum assured. 
Profits divided yearly, and begin on second premium. 
Every Member can attend and vote at all general meetings. 
Last Annual Report and Accounts may be had. 
CHARLES INGALL, Actuary. 
N.B.—The commission to Solicitors is 5 per cent. upon all new and 
renewed premiums. 


LAY LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON, 


Invested Assets, £5,000,000. Annual Income, £495,000. 


Profits divided every fifth year, 

Four-fifths of the Profits allotted to the Assured. . 

The Bonuses added to Policies at the five Divisions of Profit which have 
hitherto been made AMOUNE tO ......6 ee ceceeseeescesereestenseeseds «$8,000,000, 

Policies on the Participating Scale of Premiums effected on or before 
the 31st of December of the present year, will share in the next Division 
of Profits, which will be made up to the 31st of December, 1864. 

For Prospectuses and Forms for effecting Assurances, apply to the 
Actuary, at the Society’s Office, Fleet-street, Londow. 

October, 1862. WILLIAM SAMUEL DOWNES, Actuary? 


HE GENERAL LAND DRAINAGE and IM- 
PROVEMENT COMPANY. Offices, 52, Parliament-street, S.W. 
HENRY KER SEYMER, Esq., M.P., Chairman, 

Under this Company’s Act, tenants for life, trustees, mortgagees, 
guardians, committees of incompetent persons, beneficial lessees, corpo- 
rations (ecclesiastical or municipal), incumbents, charitable trustees, &c., 
may effect the following Jand improvements, and charge the outlay and 
expenses on the estate improved, by way of rentcharge, to be paid by 
half-yearly instalments, viz.:— 

1. All works of drainage, irrigation, warping, and embankment. “ 

2. The erection of farm-houses, cottages for agricultural labourers, 
and all kinds of farm-buildings. 

3. The construction of roads. 

4. The grubbing and clearing of old wood lands, enclosing, fencing, and 
ceclaiming land. 

The owners of estates, not entailed, who may be desirous to avoid the 
expense or inconvenience of a legal mortgage, may also charge their 
estates with an outlay in improvements under the simple and inexpensive 
process of the Company's Act. 

The term of years for the fentcharge is fixed by the landowner, so as 
to adapt the amount of annual payment to the circumstances of the 
tenants, the term for building works being limited to thirty-one years. 

No investigation of title being required, and the charge not being 

affected by encumbrances, no legal expenses are ineurred, 

The arrangements for effecting improvements are threefold— 

No. 1. The works may be designed and executed entirely by the land- 
owner’s agent, and the Company employed only to supply the loan and 
conduct the matter through all the official forms for charging the outlay 
on the estate. 

No. 2, The Company will supply plans, specifications, and estimates for 
any improvements to be executed by the landowner'’s nt as under 
No. 1. In each of these cases the landowner will be solely under the con- 
trol of the Enclosure Commissioners. 

No. 3. The Company will undertake the entire responsibility of the im- 
provement, prepare the plans, execute the works, and finally charge on 
the estate the actual amount expended, with their commission thereon, 
approved by the Enclosure Commissioners. 

Landowners may thus obtain what assistance they require from the 
Company, and no more. in effecting the objects in view, 

Works of drainage and other improvements are also executed on come 
mission for landowners, who merely require the skill and experience of the 
Company’s officers and a staff in constant practice. 

Applications to be addressed to William Clifford; the Secretary, at the’ 
oftices of the Company, 52; Parliament-street, 8.Wi 








